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NEGATIVE DECLARATION (CEQA)

Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code

Description

The proposed project would widen Interstate 405 (San Diego Freeway) from ten to twelve lanes in order to provide one high
occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane in each direction. The project would extend from State Route 90 (Marina Freeway) to Interstate
10 (Santa Monica Freeway), in the Cities of Los Angeles and Culver City, in Los Angeles County, a distance of 6.6 kilometers
(4.1 miles). In addition, the northbound Sawtelle off-ramp will be closed and the Culver Boulevard on-ramp will be become an
off-ramp. A frontage road will be added adjacent to the southbound side, connecting Sawtelle Boulevard to Braddock Drive west
of 1-405. The project is being proposed to relieve traffic congestion by encouraging commuters to rideshare, and is one of several
such projects being considered for 1-405 to provide for a continuous HOV facility.

Construction of the proposed project is expected to require approximately three years. Construction activities would be planned
and conducted in such a manner as to reduce traffic delay as much as possible. The construction process would be managed by a
traffic control plan. Soundwalls and retaining walls would a so be constructed as part of the proposed project.

Determination

An Initia Study has been prepared by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). On the basis of this study it is
determined that the proposed action will not have a significant effect upon the environment for the following reasons:

1 The project would not substantially affect topography, seismic exposure, erosion, floodplains, wetlands or water
quality.
2. The proposed project will not significantly affect natural vegetation, sensitive, endangered or threatened plant or animal

species, or agriculture.

3. The proposed project will not significantly affect solid wastes, or the consumption of energy and natural resources.
4. The proposed project will promote improved regional air quality.
5. The proposed project will result in increased noise levels along its route, but with the addition of soundwalls, these

effects will be reduced to acceptable levels.
6. The proposed project will not significantly affect land use, public facilities or other socioeconomic features.
7. The proposed project will not significantly affect cultural resources, scenic resources, aesthetics, open space or

parklands. Landscaping will be provided to mitigate the loss of existing freeway vegetation.

Original Sgned by Ronald Kosinski for Raja Mitwasi June 19, 2000

Raja Mitwasi, Deputy Director Date
California Department of Transportation
District 7
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9. Comments and Responses

Responses to comments made during the public review period will be summarized in this
section.

At the Public Hearing, three handouts were given to those in attendance: the agenda (Caltrans
Public Hearing), project details (Project Information Sheet), and questions and answers to
common questions (Frequently Asked Questions). The Information Bulletin was sent from
Caltrans District 7 Public Information Office to properties within 0.40 km (0.25 mile) of the
freeway. Pictures from the Public Hearing illustrate some of the visual displays that were
available for review, talking with concerned members of the public, and the presentation by
Caltrans staff.

Section 9.1 contains a copy of the transcript from the public hearing held on December 9,
1999. Section 9.2 contains a summary of the comment cards from those who attended the
public hearing and were not addressed at the public hearing. Section 9.3 contains copies of
letters received during the public comment period and responses to those letters.

Additional comments / letters from the public were addressed to Caltrans Office of Project
Development, and were responded to individually. A main concern expressed in these letters
focused on the closure of Braddock Drive on-ramp (as proposed in Alternative 3b). In
response to this concern, Modified Alternative 3ab was derived to retain the use of the
Braddock Drive on-ramp. No additional issues were brought up that were not discussed in
Section 9.3.
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3TATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DISTRICT 7, 120 S8O. SPRING ST.
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-36806

TDD (213) 897-8610

CALTRANS PUBLIC HEARING
December 9, 1999
6:30 - 8:30 PM

AGENDA

Project: Interstate 405 (San Diego Freeway) High Occupancy Vehiéle

6:30
6:50
7:00
7:05
7:20
'f:25
7:45
7:50

8:30

(Carpool) project from State Route 90 (Marina Freeway) to
Interstate. 10 (Santa Monica Freeway) in Los Angeles County

Sign-In; Review Displays

Return Comment Cards Joe Brazile

Public Affairs
Introduction Stephanie Sapper

Environmental Planning
‘Project Presentation Chao Chen

Project Development
Project Schedule : Steve Novotny

Project Management
Respond to Comment Cards - Caltrans
Closing Comments Stephanie Sapper

Environmental Planning

Displays Available

End of Public Hearing



& | PROJECT INFORMATION SHEET

Guftrane Interstate 405 HOV Lanes from State Route 90 to Interstate 10

PROJECT PURPOSE:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to improve traffic conditions in
Los Angeles County on the section of the San Diego Freeway [Interstate 405 (I-405)] between
the Marina Freeway [State Route 90 (SR-90)] and the Santa Monica Freeway [Interstate 10 (I-
10)], a distance of approximately 6.6 km (4.1 miles). The intended project will increase capacity
on 1-405, improve traffic flow, reduce energy consumption, reduce congestion and reduce the
number of accidents.

PROPOSED PROV T ALTERNATIVES:

No-Build Altérnative (Alternative 1)
The No-Build Alternative would do nothing to improve the present and projected congestion,
thereby leading to a progressive deterioration of Level of Service.

Minimum Width HOV Facility (Alternative 2) :
This alternative would add two High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) [commonly called Carpool]

lanes on I-405, one in each direction and have a 2.8m (9 ft) minimal median. This was rejected
because it contained numerous non-standard design features and therefore is not included as a

viable alternative.

Ultimate Width HOV Facility (Alternative 3a)

This alternative would also add two HOV lanes on I-405, one in each direction, however, there
would be a 7.4m (24 ft) median, and all features meet standard safety design requirements. The
cost for this alternative is $97.4 million. '

Ultimate Width HOV Facility with Ramp Consolidation (Alternative 3b)
Alternative 3b includes the project as described in Alternative 3a, plus it proposes to consolidate
several on and off-ramps at Sawtelle Boulevard and Braddock Boulevard to Culver Boulevard
intersection. This alternative would cost $99.7 million.

CURRENT SCHEDULE: 'Environmental Document Approval in June 2000.
Construction to begin Winter 2003/2004.
Construction completion Spring 2007.

RETAINING AND SOUND WALLS:

Noise Engineers have conducted a comprehensive noise study of the properties adjacent to the
project. Soundwalls will be included to mitigate future traffic noise. Retaining walls will
receive an architectural treatment and soundwall materials will be chosen to compliment the
retaining walls to blend into the neighborhoods.



1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

How much delay will there be during the construction?

A Traffic Management Plan (TMP) will be developed to minimize delay and inconvenience to the
public during the construction period. The TMP will include a public information program to
inform the public of project progress and upcoming closures and detours.

When will the construction be done, during the day, at night, or both?

Construction will be done during both daytime and the nighttime. Daytime construction will be
allowed behind a barrier, but there will not be any daytime lane closures.

What about the noise levels - during construction and after project completion?

The project contractor will be required to comply with all local noise level rules, regulations and
ordinances ass well as the State’s Standard Specifications restricting noise levels. Noise levels
between 9 p.m. and 6 a.m. shall not exceed noise level standards.

What about increased pollution, don't more lanes lead to more traffic?
Reduced congestion results in free traffic flow, which reduces pollution as vehicles operate more

efficiently.

Who do we complain to during construction?

A Caltrans Resident Engineer (RE) will be responsxble for managing the construction phase. The
RE will have a local telephone number with 24-hour voice mail to answer concerns about the
project. The name and phone number will be made available when the project is about to start.

What will the soundwalls and retaining walls look like?

The soundwalls will be chosen to compliment the retaining walls and to blend with the
neighborhoods. The retaining walls will receive an architectural treatment to enhance their visual
quality to blend into the neighborhoods. One of the purposes of this meeting is to get a consensus
on the type of treatment preferred by the community (see sample boards). '

What about graffiti removal, what/who will be responsible during and after construction?
During the project construction period, the contractor is responsible for graffiti removal. After
completion of the project, the local Caltrans Maintenance crew will be responsible.

Can't you do something else other than tear up everything?

Alternative 1 is the “No-Build Alternative”, however, this will not solve the traffic problem.

What is going to happen to the existing lan ing?

The majority of the existing landscaping will be removed for project construction; however,
wherever possible, existing mature plantings will remain. In addition, replacement landscaping
will be part of this project. There are no rare or endangered plant or animal life located within

the project limits.

What is the replacement landscaping going to look like?
This project includes over $1 million for replacement planting and irrigation. As the project

proceeds through the design stage, Caltrans Landscape Architects will prepare the plans in
conjunction with input from the local agencies and public meetings.

How do | know that my input will be considered?
All input (comment cards, court reporter transcript, etc.) will be included in the final

environmental document and will help Caltrans and the Federal Highway Administration to make

the final decision.
December 9, 1999



| FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS
Gérans Interstate 405 HOV Lanes from State Route 90 to Interstate 10

1. Will my home be affected?

Some private property will need to be acquired for this project, but will be minimized as much as
possible. Please refer to the aerial photo display for more details.

2. What is a “Part take”?
A part take is when Caltrans only requires a portion of the property for the project and may
purchase only the part that is needed. The property owner will retain the portion that is not
needed.

3. What determines much | am paid? Does it rif it is a full or a part take?
An appraisal is made of the subject property to determine the full market value. This appraisal
process is followed whether the property acquired is a part take or a full take.

4. How long will this project take?
Construction is scheduled to begin Winter 2003 / 2004 and will take approximately three years.

5. What are the alternatives?
At this stage, there are two viable alternatives, Alternative 3a and 3b. Please refer to the Project

Information Sheet for additional information.

6. Which Alternative are you (Caltrans) going to choose?

One purpose of this meeting is to obtain public input regarding this project. The final decision
will be determined at the Final Environmental Document stage (June 2000).

7. Who decided this project is necessary? What data support the decision for this project?

Previous studies and models by the Los Angeles Regional Transportation System and the
Southern California Association of Governments have determined the need for this project based
on future predicted traffic volume demands and congestion relief needed for the regional system.

8. How much will it cost?
The project cost is estimated at $97.4 rmlhon (Alternative 3a) or $99.7 million (Alternatlve 3b)

9. What if and when will my "off- or on-ramp” be closed?

The temporary closure of any particular ramp has not been determined at this stage. This
information will be available in the design stage, by the year 2001. When a ramp is closed, traffic
will be detoured to get off or on at the next ramp. Two consecutive ramps will not be closed at
the same time. All planned land / ramp closures in the district can be found on the following
website (http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist07/laneclosures/).

10. s this going to increase traffic in my neighborhood or street near the off- or on-ramps?
If Alternative 3a is chosen, local circulation of traffic will not be impacted after project
construction. If Alternative 3b is chosen, there will be more traffic at Culver Boulevard but less
traffic at Braddock Boulevard and Sawtelle Boulevard adjacent to I-405. Ta mitigate for the
increase in traffic, Culver Boulevard will be realigned between Sawtelle Boulevard and
Sepulveda Boulevard.



INFORMATION

Date December 3, 1999

SUBJECT

PURPOSE

WHY THIS
NOTICE

WHERE TO
COME

WHO TO
CONTACT

Mibvons

OPEN FORUM PUBLIC HEARING DECEMBER 9™
6:30 P.M. / 8:30 P.M.

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), District 7 is
proposing to construct a northbound and southbound High Occupancy
Vehicle (HOV) lanes on the San Diego Freeway (I-405) between the

- Santa Monica Freeway (I-10) and the Marina Freeway (State Route 90) in
the cities of Los Angeles and Culver City. Generally these improvements

will be accommodated in the existing Right-of-Way, but additional Right-
of-Way will be required.

Caltrans has studied the effects that the project would have on the
environment. The results of the study are contained in a report known as
an Initial Study (IS) / Environmental Assessment (EA) which should lead
to a Negative Declaration (ND) / Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI).

Veterans Memorial Auditorium
4117 Overland Avenue
Culver City, CA

Your comments and questions regarding this proposed project w111 be
addressed by Caltrans staff.

Individuals who require special accommodations (Accessible seating,
American Sign Language interpreter, or non-english translations, etc.)
should contact the Public Information Office of Caltrans at (213) 897-
3656, between the hours of 8:00 a.m. — 5:00 p.m., Monday — Friday.

California Department of Transportation District 7
120 So. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist07




RIGHT-OF-W :

Total of 73 parcels are impacted by Alternative 3a (68 residential, 5 other)
Total of 72 parcels are impacted by Alternative 3b (67 residential, 5 other)

~ Partial property takings will be paid fair market value for this loss while families subject to
displacement will be provided full relocation benefits per State and Federal laws. See a Right-
of-Way Agent for specific details.

LANDSCAPING:

The majority of the existing landscaping will be removed, wherever possible existing mature
plantings will remain. This project includes over $1 million for replacement planting and
irrigation. As the project proceeds through the design stage, Caltrans Landscape Architects will
prepare the plans in conjunction with input from the local agencies and public meetings.

There are no rare or endangered plant or animal life with the project limits. The existing ﬁ'éeway
plantings that are removed for construction will be replaced by appropriate plantings.

CONSTRUCTION AND TRAFFIC HANDLING:

A Caltrans Resident Engineer will be responsible for the administration of the construction
project that will be completed by the private contractor who is the responsible low bidder. The
Resident Engineer will have a local telephone number with 24-hour voice mail to answer
concerns about the project. We are committed to answer all inquiries within the following 24
hours. The name and phone number will be made available when the project is about to start.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:

The environmental document and other relevant studies are available for review at the Caltrans
District 7 office (120 South Spring Street, Los Angeles) on business days between 8:00 a.m. and
5:00 p.m. The document may also be reviewed at the Culver City Library (4975 Overland
Avenue, Culver City) and at the Mar Vista Library (12006 Venice Boulevard, Los Angeles).

We will be pleased to answer any questions you may have with regard to this project. Please
send your written comments by December 31, 1999 to:

Ronald J. Kosinski, Chief ,
Office of Environmental Planning
Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
120 S. Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

December 9, 1999
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MS. SAPPER: We'’re about ready to bégin if
you would please take a seat. .

Hello. My name is Stephanie Sapper. And
I'm an environmental planner with the environmental
planning branch of Caltrans. Thank you very much for
coming to our public meeting tonight.

_ We are going to give a couple presentations
and tell youfhore about the project. We have a few
people here from Project Development and from |
Right-of-way, from traffic, from HOV, which is high

occupancy vehicle or carpool, and I believe also from

noise study.

Our first presenter tonight will be Chao
Chen, who’s from Project Development. He’ll be giving
about a 15-minute presentation, and please hold your
questions.

"MR. CHEN: Good evening. My name is Chao
Chen, C-h-a-o, C-h-e-n. ~I’m the design functional
manager for this project. What I try to accomplish
tonight is to'give you an overview of this project and
present you different alternatives for how to relieve aﬁd
mitigate the worst freeway sectioning -- congested
section of Southern California, which is exactly our

project limit, the 405 Freeway from 90 Freeway all the

way to 10 Freeway.
The 405 Freeway, as you know, is a major

south and north freeway in Southern California. In 1992,

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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Caltrans had a route concept report for 405 which we use
it as our master plan for future transportation system in
405 Freeway area.

- That report identifies the 405 will require
a five with slow lane, five with regular lane, plus one
extra carpool lane in each direction.

Currently the carpool lane was finished all
the way from.Irvine area in Orange County to 105 Freeway
and from 1 --' from 105 and from 101 all the way to San
Fernando Valley. The interchanges to get from 105 to
101, we have project under construction for southbound
carpool lane. That’s from Wilshire to 101.

We have projects under design that’s from

105 to 90 and then we have project under planning stage

which is this project and the next project between 10 and

Wilshire.
So we believe to continue the carpool lanes

throughout the region, the best solution to relieve the
traffic congestion is to build a carpool lane in this

section of the freeway.
When'we've been assigned for this project,

we did develop three alternative. The first alternativev

is do nothing. Personally, I don’'t think this is a good

alternative.
When I look at the 2015, the year 2015, the

year 2025 traffic number, it just -- the traffic just
getting worse and worse. If you don’t do anything now,

we’'re going to regret that in the future. So we reject

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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that alternative. -
The alternative 2, we call it a minimum
widening. The existing 405 is a -- the originally we
designed it for four regular lanes in each direction
because the traffic demand and we anticipate Olympic are
coming to town we restripe them to be a five regular lane
in each direction, which we reduce the length width from

12 foot to_livfoot and with minimal shoulder -- inside

shoulder.
So the minimal wide lane, the alternative

2, we cannot just keep that lane width, restripe for the
first lane to come a carpool lane and do the minimum

widening to the outside.

We reject this alternative because there’'s

too many no standard in this alternative, and we have a

plan to upgrade e?erything to standard. So in the

future, we have to come back to knock down the bridge

again, to knock down the retaining wall, the sound wall.
We have to buy more people’s property that

the traffic are going to be disrupted twice. We don’t

want to gee that.

That’'s why we have this alternative 3,
which would design 12 feet inside shoulder, 12 foot
carpool lane, a four foot buffer between the carpool and
regular lane and five, 12-foot lane and some -- most of
the area we design for auxiliary lane, the term we use

for the lane exclusively for the on-ramp and immediately

exit ramp.

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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Of course we are going to relocate along
the sound wall. And where there’é no sound wall
existing, we’re going to build a sound wall as much as
possible. 1In this project we cover most of the

residential area.

And last year, when we finished our
preliminary and design, a plan for this alternative 3, we
présent it,té_the city of Los Angeles and the city of
Culver City.

_ They really support this project. They
liked our plan. But when we sit down to talk to discuss
more, they told us wait a minute. We have a playa vista
development to the west of this project. |

They told us this is the biggest housing
development in California history, and they’re going to
generate a lot of traffic to the local street to the
freeway. The city of Los Angeles, they have planned to
accommodate this additional traffic.

They will widen Culver Boulevard from four
lane becomes six lanes to the city limits. That’s just
west of Sawtelle Boulevard. And Culver City they have
conceptual .plan to pick it up from there and redo their
Culver Boulevard all the way to east of Sepulveda
Boulevard will become four lane to six lane.

So they told us is that possible you can
consolidate all the ramps in this area especially those
ramps to Sawtelle and from Braddock, those ramps are in

residential area. They really don’t want an additional

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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traffic. Those -- the residential area is disturb their
residence. And that’s why we went back to our drawing
boards.

We look at the situation. We do our 2025
traffic projected number, Playa Vista development. The
alternative freeway, the 3-B, will include to build a new
on-ramp, a new off-ramp northbound the ramp will come
back to the éulver Boulevard and a southbound on-ramp
from Sawtelle' Boulevard, which is not far away north of
Culver and relocate the existing off-ramp to Sawtelle aﬁd
bring existing on-ramp from Culver Boulevard north to the

south road.
If you live in that area, you know what I’'m

talking about.

And in Culver Boulevard that’s a -- that'’'s
a problem. That’s a nice greenbelt in the median. We
will relocate them, and we will replace them in kind
which you don’‘t lose your bike path, you don’‘t lose your
ped walk (phonetic) or the green area will be equal or a
little less, but it still would be useful limit.

But the trade-off is we have to remove the.
off-ramp to Sawtelle, remove the on-ramp to Sawtelle
northbound, and we have to remove the on-ramp from
Braddock. I understand there will be inconvenience for
some people and that would benefit lot of the residents
in this area because we would not have additional traffic

through your residential area.

When we presented this alternative 3-B to

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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city of Los Angeles and city of Culver City, they wrote
us a letter. They support it 100 percent. - -But ‘the - - -

question here would like to present it to you. We want

- to listen to you and let you make a decision.

You can come make a comment on this
alternative. We will answer that. We would address it

in our final environmental document.

‘This will conclude my presentation today,
and hOpefullytit will answer most of your questions.

Thank you.

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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ROSEANN BACCA AND RICHARD BACCA

ROSEANN BACCA: My name is Roseann Bacca.
And I feceived this letter from the Caltrans people, and
I'd like to know why there was no mention of the closure
of the freeway on-ramps and an off-ramp which we are
very, very concerned about.

If they’'re going to be widening the
freeway, we ﬁeed more on-ramps not closing the three that

we use so much right now.

I would also like to know if they’re
planning on a traffic flow survey in the mornings and in

the evenings to see how much those ramps are used right

now without any thought of closing them. That's my main

concern.
RICHARD BACCA: 1It’s the same deal we'’ve

got here.

ROSEANN BACCA: We just feel they’'re really
not informing the public that they have intentions of
closing those -- I think it’s two on-ramps and an
off-ramp.

Everywhere you go, any article, they never
ever mention that. And that’s really important to us to
be able to get to where we’re going.

And every sheet of information, all of
these, none of these say anything about the closing of
those ramps. And I know that they’re planning on doing

it because we heard it at the meeting atvCulver City.

Just so that’s on and that we would like to

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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see it in the future things that other people -- they

would be interested in coming if they knew that those - - - - - ..

things were going to be closed in our neighborhood
because realiy we’re not that, you know, as much affected

by other things aé we are by that. That is really bad

for us.
I waited five minutes to get on that

freeway ramp‘this morning. I was backed up all the way
down to Braddock. And I don't know. These people don’t
live around here. They don’t use those ramps.

Thank you very much. '

RICHARD BACCA: Another thing is it isn’t

‘just us that are concerned. A lot of our neighbors are

concerned and people who live -- and use those ramps.

DEEBA S. HARGIS
DEEBA HARGIS: Why is there no sound wall
between the e#isting sound wall at -- starting at the 90
and 405 extending south beyond the southbound 405
Centinela exit on the east side of the freeway, and would
Caltrans consider adding this enhancement as part of the

H.0.V. I would like a response from Caltrans.

KEITH KAWAMOTO
KEITH KAWAMOTO: Keith Kawamoto. And I
guess basically it’s -- I’ll make it as a statement. All
right. There is a -- an exemption that -- that protects

a resident from capital gains tax if they sell their

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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primary residence and turn over the proceeds within a
given length of time. I believe it’s two years.

And what I am wondering is if this has been
addressed is that those of us that are being displaced by
the Caltrans project are doing so not of their own choice
and basically at a time that perhaps that may be years
before they had intended to sell their property.

’_For example, if an individual is waiting
until their retirement in order to take the exemption of
capital gains tax, I wonder if there’s been any thought
to reimbursing or making up for the loss of the
exemption, you know, when we want.

Basically I guess what I'm saying is that I
had no intention of moving, like, for maybe 20 or 30
years or whatever. And I'm being forced to do SO now.
Now I intend to take advantage of the capital gains tax.
And later on, because I’1ll be forced to use it now, say,

when I retire, I won’t be entitled to it. So in other

words, I’ll be deprived of it.

So I'm just wondering if Caltrans has given
any thought to making any provisions or reimbursement to -

the residents who are being displaced.

ABRAHAM HUNDEPOOL
ABRAHAM HUNDEPOOL: If the current
configuration of the freeway lanes are 11 feet and
there’s a working situation, why couldn’t the plans be
incorporated for the lanes to reflect 11 feet instead of

11
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going up to 12 feet again? That’s it.

KEITH KAWAMOTO

KEITH KAWAMOTO: And speaking to this
gentleman just gave me an additional thought. The
exemption to the capital gains tax is limited to only
once in a lifetime and so that’s why I'm saying by being
forced to usé_it now against -- you know, being brought
out against our will we will be deprived of it later when
we want to retire or whatever. So I just wanted to

emphasize that it’s only once in a lifetime.

NANCY MC MILLAN
NANCY MC MILLAN: My name is Nancy Mc
Millan. I want to review the decision to make no
light-rail instead of a I.0.V. -- H.O.V. Whatever. 1It’s
an H.O.V. that they’re putting in. They could have a lot

more use out of a light-rail if only the light-rail would

go someplace.

And if you could intersect things the way
it is now, you can just route -- then you don’t have
enough states -- other cities have light-rail, and it
works, and it would be much nicer than disrupting old
neighborhoods anyway. They wouldn’t even have to have

that much more. They would -- they’re fun to use. So

just reconsider.

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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MARK JABLONSKI 4
MARK JABLONSKI: My name is Mark Jablonski.
My concern is that the sound from the additional traffic
is going to come through. If we could have the sound
walls raised higher as a trade-off for this whole
construction process happening that we’re going to have
to live through the construction process that it might

actually then be better for the houses that are not lost.

That’s basically it.

ABRAHAM HUNDEPOOL
ABRAHAM HUNDEPOOL: Abfaham Hundepool. I
object to the narrowing of Berryman Avenue in -- at the
site where you will take away properties to be in the

4900 block. That’s it.

MELANIE HALBACH
MELANIE HALBACH: Melanie Halbach. My
concerns with the 3-A and 3-B proposal are that "A" an
off-ramp sound wall is built being that my house would be
one property away from the sound wall.
Currently having the off-ramp only being
three houses away, there is a lot of noise pollution with

cars stopping, squeaky brakes, car radios, et cetera.

I'm troubled and concerned because as 3-B
is stated that there will be an oncoming on-ramp as well
as outgoing off-ramp and the traffic compounded with the
expansion of Culver Boulevard will be greatly escalated,

13
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number 1. ,
In the proposal for 3-A, the sound wall is
not proposed to actually go down the off-ramp. I would
like to have that on record that I would like to have the
sound wall with the proposal of 3-A to go all the way
down the off and on-ramps because of our neighborhood.

It’s a cul-de-sac. And therefore, you know, we get all

that noise.
"I guess I'm disappointed in the city of

Culver City for giving their blessing or their approval

-for these proposals 3-A and 3-B without any type of civic

or city council meetings or anything like that. I feel
as if Culver City has just taken this -- these
propositions that Caltrans has put forth and accepted
them on our behalf without really going into the
community and discﬁssing at a community level.

I too am an arborist, and I know that many
of the trees are going to be lost along ﬁith this
expansion. Our street has a ldt of beautiful green
foliage, and I would like to see as much of it remain as

possible. And that’s it. Thank you.

CYNTHIA ALCALA
CYNTHIA ALCALA: Cynthia Alcala. I think
my main concern like others is the concern about our
property values and what it’s going to do to us as

property owners.
~We’re a new buyer neighborhood, and we paid
14
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a significant amount of money for our home, and now that
that is happening, we’re going to lose a lot of property
value. Therefore, we can’t sell our home for what we
paid for it. And prior to this project, I'm sure our
home value is elevating. And after this happens, this
will decrease and deplete. And we’re going to suffer.

And we need to find out if there'’'s going to
be some kind.of a resource that we can get compensated
for those lost property values, if we're going to get
paid for that somehow through some part of this because
of this project. Maybe the project can give us a

lump -- give out the money for us property owners.

BOB THAYER
BOB THAYER: I'm concerned with properties
who are not being condemned or purchased by Caltfans but
are going to lose value because of the freeway expansion.
To my uhderstahding, Caltrans doesn’t have any way to

compensate people who may. lose a good portion of their

property value just because the freeway’s been moved

closer to their house. That'’s it.

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
88.

N s e

I, CAROLINE JETTER, CSR 11568, a Certified

Shorthand Reporter in and for the state of California, do
hereby cerEify:

~ That the foregoing proceeding was taken
down by me in shorthand at the time and place named
therein and was thereafter reduced to typewriting under
my supervision; that this transcript is a record of the
testimony given by the witnesses and contains a record of
the proceedings which took place at the time and place
set forth in the caption thereto.

I further certify that I have no interest

in the event of the action. -/
| EXECUTED this ;23 day of :

1999.

i

o

Caroline Jefter, CSR

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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PRESENTATION
* % % % *
MS. SAPPER: Thank you. The next
speaker will be Steve Novotny from project management

to talk about the scheduling of the projecf.

MR. NOVOTNY: Hi. How is everyone
doing tonight? 1I'm Steve Novotny from the Caltrans
projeqt management division to tell you a little bit
of information about the project cost and schedule.

. Currently this project was prégrammed
by the MTA in the 1998 state transportation
improvement plan and is currently fully funded. The

funding is completely from gasoline taxes.

The total construction cost for
alt?rnative 3A is 97.4 million and for alternative 3B
is 99.7 million. Currently the project is in the
project report and environmental document phase which
is scheduled for completion in June of 2000. The
right of way appraisal process is scheduled to begin

in early 2001 and then finish up in early 2003.

The construction schedule for the
project is for -- to begin in the winter of 2003 and
4 and then to be completed by spring of 2007 for

a duration of just over three years.

MS. SAPPER: At this time if there's

any elected officials or people from their offices
who would like to be recognized at this time if you

could please stand up and identify yourself.

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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'I know that there's officials from the
City of Culver City and Los Angeles as well as from

MTA, and we appreciate your coming out and supporting

yourself in the project.
At this time we would like to respond
to some of the comment cards that we have received up

at the front. Just to let you know that all comment

cards either that are being addressed right now or in

the back 'will become part of the official record as

well as the two court reporters who are here. This

will all be incorporated into public record. A third

way is to also write a letter, which is indicated in

the handout.

At this time we have a couple of
questions that we will answér.

The first one. Okay. This is a
question from Letha Kemper. Because the court
reporter is here, we'll be spelling your names.
L-e-t-h-a K-e-m-p-e-r.

And the question is,

"Why is the project only
to route 90? Why not to the
airport?"

I believe maybe somebody from HOV could
be able to answer it. Actually, if some of the
Caltrans staff could come up here just so that will
be a little bit easier to answer the gquestions. I

would also like to remind you, please spell your name

for the court reporters.

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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MR. NOVOTNY: For the segment from the
105 to the 90 we do have another project coming up

which will actually be built before the 90 to 10

segment.
Oon that one we anticipate construction

to start in August of 2001 and go for about two and a
half years. So that will complete the gap with the
facilitigs down to the south éo that way it will be
continuous all the way from Route 10 down to Irvine.
MS. YEE: Hi. i'm Susan Yee. I'm the
traffic -- hi. I'm Susan Yee. I'm the Caltrans
management branch. If you have any traffic

questions, you can come to see me later on. Thank

‘you.

MR. WANG: My name is David Wang. 1I'm

with HOV operations.

Pretty much Steve answered your

question for the Route 30 to Century Boulevard, and

there's another prbject going on right now. So it's

in the design phase.
MS. SAPPER: The next question is from

Victoria Buschor, V-i-c-t-o-r-i-a B-u-s-c-h-o-r.

"We are interested in the
quality of the air. We are
located on the east side of the
405. Because the winds usually
come from the west, how do the
sound walls affect the air flow?
Will we be subject to air pockets
which will trap exhaust fumes?"

I think maybe somebody from the noise

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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section might be able to answer.

MR. KOZINSKY: Basically the situation
with air quality is that the emissions generally rise
from the freeway. The sound walls will kind of keep
that -- those air movements relatively confined --
relatively confined to the freeway right of way.

There is some spillover effect. It
depends on the prevailing winds. But generally the
air pollution coming from the vehicles goes up and
then the prevailing wind carries them out towards

Riverside County, hopefully.
THE REPORTER: What was his name?

MS. SAPPER: His name is Ron Kozinsky.‘

MR. KOZINSKY: I'm sorry.

MS. SAPPER: The next question is from
Frances Talbott-White, F-r-a-n-c-e-s
T-a-l-b-o-t-t-W-h-i-t-e.

"Your information bulletin dated
12-3-99 makes it appear that the FONZI is a foregone
conclusion. How can this be?"

I can answer that. I'm Stephanie from
environmental planning.

The final environmental document takes
into account the information that we receive at this
meeting, and we figure out what exactly will be the

impacts and if we can mitigate those impacts.

If there's -- if we can mitigate to a

level of non significance, then the final

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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environmental document will be a negative declaration

FONZ2I for finding of no significant impact.

At this time we're still in the process
of determining what the final environmental document
will be, but at this point in time we're leaning
towards ending FONZI. But it's not a foregone

conclusion at this time.

» The next question is from Sharon
Sullivan, S-h-a-r-o-n, Sullivan, S-u-l-1l-i-v-a-n.

"Understand that the
original purpose of expansion was
a result of proposed extension of
the I-90 Marina Freeway which is
not being pursued. 1I'm very
distressed to learn of the
construction only four months
after I bought property for my
retirement. Would prefer '
alternative one or two, opposed

to three."
If somebody would maybe like to talk

about the extension of the 90 Freeway. Maybe that --

we'll make sure that's included in the record.
The next comment is from Bill Becker,
B-i-1-1, Becker, B-e-c-k-e-r.

"Will there be sound wall
treatment for the overpass over
Culver Boulevard to decrease
noise especially westward near
Sawtelle and Culver and beyond?"

So if someone would like to talk about

the sound wall treatments.

MR. ROLLER: The sound wall treatments
themselves are a part of the esthetic -- new esthetic

design, and they were out in cooperation with the

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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.city itself.

As far as the practicality in the
reduétion of the sound walls, reduction of noise for
the use of the sound walls, depending on the
structural integrity or rather the structural design
of the bridges, they would have to be sent to our
structure section, all the sound wall proposals in
Sacramento to calculate it out and make sure that it
will work on the bridge structure.

Otherwise all recommended sound walls
whether they're on the edge of travel way or on the
bridge structure, will be taken into high
consideration for the residents nearby.

My name is Gary Roller. 1I'm with the

noise investigation section, environmental
engineering.

MR. BECKER: I'm the questioner. Am I
allowed to ask follow-up? |

I looked at the --

MR. ROLLER: 1I'd be happy to answer

guestions later.
MS. SAPPER: The next question is from

Greg Kinsey, G-r-e-g, Kinsey, K-i-n-s-e-y. A .

two-part question.

"When was this plan first
made public?"

I can answer that part.

Back in June of 1998 as part of scoping

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900 -
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for our environmental document we published an ad in
the newspaper -- éctually in six newspapers that
surround the community to get input from the public
to let them know.

The second part of the question:

"The 405 Freeway is only
four lanes south of the 90. How
will increasing the number of
lanes improve the bottleneck down
to four? Five lanes merging into

" four will be worse than if it
becomes six lanes into four."

Possibly someone from project‘
development or traffic.

MS. YEE: I understand a lot of people
are concerned about bottlenecks. I'm a traffic
engineer. I'm concerned about it too. But currently
because of the funding issue south of the project,
south of the Route 90 won't be a full widening like
this one.

This one is complete widening, but the
other project will be using the center median and
restripe it only so because of funding issues.

Susan Yee, Y-e-e. ;

MS. SAPPER: One more question while,

Susan, you're up here. This one is from Frances

Talbott-White.

"What is the usage level
on the existing HOVs?"

MR. WANG: My name is David Wang,

again, with HOV operations. The current usage for

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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HOV lane, it varies from route to route. Like the
405, for instance,'the peek hour volume in the
morning and afternoon -- that represents, let's say,
from 6:30 to 8:30 in the morning, roughly from 4:30
to 7:00 in the afternoon -- it would go as high as
1,500 vehicles per hour per lane and according to our

manual count and the electronic monitoring stations

there.
) Of course you know it varies from route

to route. And like the Route 10 requires three or

more people per vehicle to qualify for carpool, and

but still that goes as high as 1,200 vehicles per

hour. Thank you.

MS. SAPPER: The next question is from

Mike Balkman, M-i-k-e B-a-l-k-m-a-n.

"How can you find the

negative declaration no
significant impact? You are
impacting homes and businesses.
Are the people whom you affect
insignificant? At the first
meeting Caltrans said that they
would discuss options with the
public prior to deciding how to

do this."
MR. KOZINSKY: Again, I'm Ron Kozinsky.
Every time you take a house, that
person, that taking is a significant impact, can
serve a significant impact on their lives, and we
certainly understand that. And this project does
have property takings and, again, those individuals

are going to personally feel a great loss from this

10
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impact.
However, what we looked at are general

thresholds of significance. And I think you have .to
acknowledge that in an urban area of Los Angeles with
the millions and millions of people and the hundreds
and thousands of millions of houses that the loss of
a relatively small number of houses and businesses
even though they are significant to those individuals
are not overall a large significant loss to the
Southern California basin. So that's kind of how we
make those reads or those judgments.

But again, one of the reasons we're
here today is to listen to you and‘hear what you have
to say about these issues, and maybe we'll change our
mind based on some of the inputs we're getting here

téday.
In terms of these alternatives, while

the engineering staff does have some preferences on
alternatives, we are here to hear from you. That's

the main reason we're here.

Maybe you'll have some additionai
ideas. Maybe here today at the meeting or afterwards
you will write those to us or convey them in another
form, through calls or something like that or maybe
through your elected officials or city officials.

And we'll get that information from Culver City
and/or Los Angeles and change or alter the project

that we're recommending or change the alternatives.

11

BARNEY. UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900



0 N R W N

[
(=B ¥

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
"20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

So no decision has been made on the

project. We're not legally able to make the decision

until after we've had these public hearings, after

we've had full disclosure of the impacts, until after

we've had everybody's input.

And I encourage you to continue to

comment. I think the end of comment period is the

31st of December. So if there's something you forget
after thé meeting here and you think about it over
the next couple of weeks, please‘send that to us, and
we'll certainly consider'alllof that information.

MS. SAPPER: We have time for a few

more comment cards.
The next is from Paul Glaess, P-a-u-1l

G-l-a-e-s-8. It's a three-part question.

No. 1,

"How will the HOV lanes
end, turn into regular lanes or
merge? Why only one lane? I8
this really going to be enough in
2007? And how much time will I
save -- how much time will I 1lose

during the construction?"

MR. CHEN: Again, my name is Chao Chen.

I'm going to answer the three questions here. Let me

repeat it. The first one is:

"How will the HOV lanes
end, turn into regular lanes or
merge?"

Usually we have our standard how to
taper or how to merge the HOV into the regular lanes.

That's, you know, in our standard. But in this

12
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- project,

particular project I think to down south from 90 to
105, that project will be completed before this
so we don't have that problem to the south.

To the north the project construction

will happen simultaneously with this one. 1It's a
design issue. How do we connect these two projects

together? We'll continue to work on that once we get

into our design stage.
L No. 2:

"Why only one lane? 1Is
that really going to be enough in
20072?" :

The one-lane catpool lane, like I

mentioned earlier, it's called for in the 405 route

concept report.

"Ig it going to be enough

in 20072?"
our study -- it depends how you look at
it. It wouldn't worsen than now. The traffic would
never be enough to handle the -- we would never go

back to 1960 when the freeway were just opened.
Certain congestion will still exist when that -- you
know, when we finish the construction.

Why we -- do we have plans to do one
more carpool lane in the future? Understand, we have
a draft route concept report right now that calls for

two carpool lanes in each direction.

How do we accommodate that in the

fﬁture, I would say maybe 20, 30 years later? That's

13
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the reason we have the extra wide median in this

project.
Our standard is 10 feet, and we

designed 12 feet in this project as to accommodate in

the future maybe an elevated carpool lane. Thét will
be good enough room for cars for double deck.

"How much time would I
save versus how much time will I
lose during the construction?"

) We don't expect any additional delay

during construction because we're going to restripe
them to be exactly the same number of the regular

lanes during construction. So we don't expect any

additional delay.
Thank you.
MS. SAPPER: The next comment is from

Robin Turner, R-o-b-i-n T-u-r-n-e-r.
"As an archeologist that works on

federal, state, county, city and local agencies and a

former Culver City.planning commissioner, I'd like to

remind you that you will need to consider archeology

in this project.

"The project is adjacent
to many known prehistoric and
historic sites. Please check
with the SHIPO, which is state
and store conservation office,
and/or UCLA for impact issues.
Also sound walls during
construction is a must for this
project. Thank you."

I can answer that one. In the draft

environmental document which has been completed for

14
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this project and it's available for review in two

libraries, as you can see in the handout, we have

done an archaeology study, and there's been a finding

that there's no archeological sites in the APE or the

area of potential effect. And we did check with the

UCLA inventory.

The next question would be from

Cheryl Lewis, C-h-e-r-y-1, Lewis, L-e-w-i-s.

' - "Are the walls built
before beginning construction to
minimize disturbance to
residents? If not, when are
walls built: At the same time?
Immediately after? Or 10 years
after?"

MR. KOZINSKY: Certainly not 10 years

after. That's certainly not good environmental
planniﬁg. What we try to do and what our job in
environmental planning is to get these walls in as
quickly as possible, so they should be one of the
first orders of work if the people here are

continuing to write to us and encourage us to build

the walls early.

There are some situations where
feasibility makes it difficult to do that first, so
maybe it's early inAthe process. So I'm going to
check with my engineer and go out on a limb and say
there would be no lanes open for freeway use until
all the sound walls are up.

If I'm wrong on that, please let me

know.

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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That's true; right?
MS.'SAPPER: And the next comment card

is from Gloria Sondheim, G-l-o-r-i-a, Sondheinm,

S-o-n-d-h-e-i-m.

"What percentage of cars
using the 405 going south are
going further than the 90? And
in reverse, what percentage of
cars going north will go past the

102"

' MS. YEE: The projected year 2025

traffic volume before the Route 10 is -- average
daily traffic volume is 193,750 cars per day. And
the peek hour -- A.M. peek hour is 11,000, P.M.; is
15,000.

After going northbound after Route 10
it's about 12,000 only. And going southbound before
the 90 it's about 14,000, after 90 it's about --

about 12,000 also.
MS. SAPPER: Okay. This question's

from Stacy Brown, S-t-a-c-y, Brown, B-r-o-w-n.

"Follow-up to another
attendee's question about HOV
usage, for comparison what is the
non HOV usage on the same section
of the 405? What percentage of
total usage does the HOV usage
represent?"

MS. YEE: On average if it's a mixed
flow lanes, the capacity of this section of the
freeway can carry approximately 2,000 vehicles per

hour per lane. With HOV lanes usually it can carry

approximately 1,500 vehicles per hour per lane.

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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MS. SAPPER: The next question is from
Richard Harris, R-i-c-h-a-r-d, Harris, H-a-r-r-i-s.
"My property is scheduled
for partial take. The rest of
the homes on the block are full

take. I would like you to
reconsider and take my whole

property. .
"I plan to sell in 2001

and would propose project by
property value would be
drastically lowered by being the
only one left standing on the

" street."

_ MS. POWELL: My name is Almeta Powell,
A-l-m-e-t-a, Powell, P-o-w-e-1l-1, and I'm with the
right of way department. And this is a property

question, and this kind of question comes up quite

often.

What we do is we take it on a
case-by-case basis to see what kind of impact our
freeway has on your property. And if it's a major
impact on your property, then we will take a look at

it and see if possibly it can be a full take.

But on our major taking at first will
be a part taking, and usually when the appraiser
comes, he'll look at it as part take. But if the
property is extremely damaged, then we will go to a

full take. So it's a case-by-case basis. Okay?

MS. SAPPER: I believe we have time for

two more questions here.

The first is from Albert Peschel,

A-l-b-e-r-t P-e-s-c-h-e-1.

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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"What are you going to do
about the vibration from the
trucks and cars on the 405?"

MR. KOZINSKY: Now, this is a very
popular question. I think we've heard it before, and
I wish I had some good news for you. The vibrations
that come from the cars and trucks, there's
truthfully not a lot that Caltrans can do about it.

_ When we put the sound walls in we're
going to;put some footings in there that go in pretty

deep. This should help get some of the surface

vibrations reduced. And ‘that's basically all we can

do about vibration.

We have this problem in a variety of

areas where we have some deep aquifer kind of
soils -- alluvial bend kind of soils, I'm sorry.

They have that in Downey also. And I'm afraid

there's just not much we can do about that other than

build walls and hope that the footing dissipates some

of that vibration. '
MS. SAPPER: And the last gquestion from

the comment cards is from Stacy Brown, S-t-a-c-y,

Brown, B-r-o-w-n.

*Increasing freeway size
and capacity results in
encouraging additional use and
growth. We need to reduce load,
not just increase capacity of

freeways.
"A preferred option not

mentioned here before thinking
about widening the 405: We
should first dedicate the
existing lanes HOV use and
concurrently improve and expand

18
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functional public transportation.
How was this option studied?"

MR. KOZINSKY: Unfortunately we tried
this one time on the Santa Monica Freeway, and it was
met with a lot of unpopular opinions. So the State
of California has made a clear policy from the
governor on down that we're not going to be taking
away any lanes from any freeways to put HOV lanes in..

So that'as the situation with those lanes.

' With the growth inducing issue we do
have a write-up in the environmental document that
talks about growth inducement, and it is a set

product of our urban environment, and that is that

-the more affluent we get, the more we drive, the more

we're depending on our cars, especially here in
aﬁtotopia which is the lovely land of Southern
California. We don't have a great transportatién
system -- transit system. We have a great
transportation system but not a great transit system.

And we do encourage people to take
carpools and buses. The carpool lanes will be
available for buses, for van pools. Our concept is
that we can't build our way out of the growth in
traffic, and the traffic growth is going up faster
than overall growth in the area.

We can't build our way out, but by
putting these carpool lanes in, we are encouraging

ﬁeople who are stuck in traffic to pair up with

19
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somebody else, get in the van, get in the carpool,
get in a bus and sit by all those cars that are
parked out there. So that's the concept we're
following. Hopefully you will help us, cooperate in

making sure that's a success.

MS. SAPPER: I'm afraid that we have a
lot of comment cards and that we just don't have the
time to answer them all at this point in time.

What we are going to do is take a
couple of public -- people who want to make comments
publicly and starting with Laura Stuart, and then
we're going to break this back up into our informal
process that you can meet with us individually and
look at the maps and talk about this. We'll stay
here as lbng as you want.

All the comment cards will be
individually addressed. We'll send back comments to
you, responses to you in writing. They will be part
of the public record as we mentioned. And we thank
you for your attention and very polite behavior
tonight. ' |

So Laura.

MS. STUART: Hi. You all are my
neighbors, and when I came here tonight I was a
little surprised that they were not going to let any

of us speak. So that's how I got pushy enough to get

up here.
I'm one of the few people that actually

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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got this initial study because I sent in something
two years ago and.finally after lots of screaming and
yelling got it.

I don't know if any of you looked at
it, but I think my main concern is that basically a

lot of the information in this report is on old

statistics.
They're talking about -- there's a part

in here hhere'they were talking about when they take
your property there's plenty of housing and plenty of
places for people to moveé in Culver City.

Unfortunately they're basing these
statistics on 1990 census information, and I think
that we all know that that's changed a lot éince
1950.

I think that their sound decibel impact:
is flawed. I think that it's not based on what truly
can harm us, especially these low level sounds.

They.-- I talked to Richard Markus, and
he said, oh, they're going to be putting up all these
sound walls except, you know, the first thing I see
is this noise table where they'say that the sound
walls at Slauson and Port is just fine and there will
be no mitigation.

So we all know this is Caltrans.

They're going to do what they want to do. So I think

as a neighborhood what we have to do is ensure that

we get adequate protection from the noise and the

21
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pollution and the impact this is going to have on our

homes and the valué of our homes.

And I think as a group -- that's why I

_wanted to tell you -- I think the report is flawed,

but I don't think there's anything we can do about it
except to stand up here and keep saying you must
mitigate the damage that you're doing to our

neighborhood.
) Caltrans didn't do that when they put

the freeway through initially, but I think they
should do it now. That's why I wanted to get up and
tell to you to fight for your rights.

MR. KOZINKSY: Thank.you very much.
And I mean that sincerely. Because what we have is a
draft environmental document. And why we call it a
draft is because some number of months ago we started

this process, got input from the community, and we

" are now at this draft stage.

And if you went to school, you remember
sometimes you gave drafts to your professors or to
your teachers, and they marked it all up and came
back with all kinds of comments and suggestions and
ways of improving that document.

That's why we're here today. We're
here for the public. Because it's your neighborhood,
it's not our neighborhood, it's your neighborhood

that we're dealing with.

We're bureaucrats from Los Angeles. We

22
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work at downtown L.A., and then people live all over

the basin. We don't know your community as well as

you know your community, clearly, so why we're here

is to get the input and make sure that the document

reflects what the community thinks.

And we alter the final document which

is going to be out in three or four months to reflect

what the‘people here are saying. So keep that in

mind. Ahd I think it's a very good comment .

Does anybody else -- would anybody else

like to come up and speak right now?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: But I have some

questions.

MR. KOZINKSY: I know there's more

questions, but is there anybody else that would like

to come up and make a statement? We are going to
answer all the questions. We're going to send
guestions back to everybody. So come on, come on.

And please give yoﬁr name first.

We're going to take some of these, and
then we're going to break into our informal prdcess.
And I'd like to also encourage you if you give us
those comments cards, those comment cards are going

to be addressed. They're going to be right in this

report.

And we have two court reporters here,
and their job here also is to take transcript. But

also as the meeting breaks up you can go to them

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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individually and give statements to them for the

record. So keep’that in mind also.

MS. BERO: I'm Betty Bero (phonetic).
I live on Tuller cul-de-sac. Our whole row of houses
are being taken, impacted, and the way we saw nothing
in the newspapers, knew nothing about this project

until this past April.
And I was in my front bedroom, and I

saw two women in front of the house taking pictures.
And I went out and asked what they were doiﬁg. They
said they were from Caltrans. They were putting in
the HOV lanes, and they were widening the freeway.
And my first comment was thank God.
Maybe we'll get a sound wall now because we're 30
feet from the 10 lanes of freeway and we do not have

a sound wall. They said there wasn't enough noise

for the sound wall.
And she said, "Well, you may not need a
sound wall because we're going to take your house."

And so I mean, you know, that was how we were

informed about this widening.

But what I want to know is how -- when

~are we going to be notified that they're going to

take our house? How -- do we have the option of an

early buyout?
We're all older, our health is not that

good. And we can't sit and wait month after month

after month until you decide you're going to take the

24
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house.
And they said at the last meeting that

they were going to take the houses and build the
sound walls before they started any work on the

freeway. So does that -- that doesn't take us to

20 -- 2003.
Does anybody have any idea when they're

going to come through and start buying the houses?
’ MS. POWELL: My name is Almeta Powell.

And that's a very good question: When will Caltrans

come through and start to appraise and purchase their
houses? | |

According to our schédule now, we're
going to do that around 2001. Between 2001 and 2003
we'll be out to purchase your property. And for
people -- you have a very good comment here abou;
people who need to move because of a hardship |
situation.

We do have what we call hardship
acquisitions. And what I would invite you to do if
you have a hardship, for instance your company is
moving to another city and you need us to buy your
home early or you're elderly and you would like to
move before 2001, would you please give us -- write
us and let us know and we'll consider a hardship
acquisition for you. Okay?

And so you can also put that in -- yoﬁ

can write Caltrans, okay, and let them know of your

25
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hardship situation, and we do have advanced
acquisitions for those kind of persons.
MR. LARKIN: There's only one way we're

going to beat this freeway problem and that is public

transportation.
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Right. Thank

you.

‘ MR. LARKIN: Now, we have several --
oh, pardén me. My name is Ralph Larkin. I live on
Teller A#enue just off of Culver Boule?ard. |

our present light rail system, the blue
line, the red line, the green line are carrying over
one million people a month. How many cars does that
take off the Harbbr Freeway, the 405 and all
north-soﬁth'freeways? It takes a hell of a lot of
them.

Now, if we build another lane on there,
on our present 405, it's going to be obsolete before
they get it finished. It's -- the whole.freeway is
obsolete, and it's been obsolete for years.

Now, why should we compound this"
problem? Why not start 1ooking into light rail and
public transportation? It's been done all over
Europe, it's done in many cities in Northern
California, in Portland, Oregon.

They're solving their problems. All
we're doing is adding more and more problems as we Qo

along. This system is for the birds. 1It's just not

26
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right.
Now; for the lady who lost -- is going

to lose her housé, let me tell her what she's got to
expect, because I went through this with the 405
years ago.

They come and take your house. You're
not allowed to take anything out of it or anything
off the property. Now, I had a lot of beautiful
planté that I wanted to move when my house was taken.

I couldn't touch one. They sat there. No one wanted

them and finally they all died.

We moved to another house, and guess
what? We had to have new carpet, &e had to have new
curtains, we had to repair the fence. And by the
time we finally made that house livable, we were in
the hole by many thousands of dollars over what we
had received from Caltrans. Not only that, ourllife

was disrupted for over a year making that move.

So let me tell you, you've got a lot to

look forward to if you're going to lose Your house to

Caltrans.
Let's get behind a light rail system

from the airport clear out to the Valley. That's

what we need. Thank you.

MS. SAPPER: Thank you very much.

The next person is Robin Dahlstrom?
MS. DAHLSTROM: Dahlstrom

(pronouncing) .

27
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MS. SAPPER: Dahlstrom. Sorry.
MS. DAHLSTROM: My son has something to

say too.

My name is Robin Dahlstrom. 1It's D as
in David, a-h-l-s-t-r-o-m. And I have no problems in
telling you that I live on Tuller Avenue. I think

that the majority of the houses -- that is my

opinion -- the majority of the houses that will be

impacted on are Globe and Tuller.

Yesterday I was in a nine-hour trial
for a rape attempt because of the poor lighting on
the streets as it is. Now, I realize on my side on
Tuller Avenue -- the man, by the way, was convicted,.
and he's in prison today.

. The -- on the other side of my street
it'é all trees. If they take and put a wall in_
there, it's going to make the street even darker
because there's no lighting across the street.

I reaiize that it is the -- according
to Caltrans they put it off on the city, and the city
said, "Sure, we'll put up lights across the street
from your house." There.are none, by the way. No
lights whatsoever, street lights.

They will do it if I pay $10,000 a
light. So it becomes my responsibility to protect
myself. I'm a single parent. I have an eight-year
old child. And they want me to pay $10,000 to put |

lights up across the street. So anyway, that's issue

28
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N°o‘1-
Second is the issue of the noise. I

don't care -- when I bought my house in 1991 I first
contacted Caltrans and asked them what they were
going to do about.that particular location, and I was
told that they would have a sound wall up there
between 19 -- they had it proposed from 1990 to 1995.

. This is 1999, and now they're proposing-
that they're going to widen the freeway instead,
increasing the noise, increasing the exhaust fumes we
already get on our windows as it is, that we inhale,
that my son who is eight years old inhales every day.
And these people think that they are not impacting
our lives. »

They can have my house. 1I'm a real

estate agent with ReMax and, you know what, I'll give-
them an appraisal. They can buy my house. And I

will move to another area.

So I(m concerned about the .lighting,
I'm concerned -- and their lack of regard with it.
Because you put that wall up there, we're goiné to
have graffiti constantly, we're going to constantly

have the teams out there taking the graffiti off the

walls.

The noise issue, the smog issue and
just -- and Tuller and Globe are the streets that I

think are going to be most impacted. And that's what

I have to say.

29
BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900



N R

0o 9 OO0 un s~ W

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

JULIAN: Hi. My name is Julian, and I
would like to tell you that when you cut down trees
it makes é little bit more -- a little bit less of
air to breathe in the earth, and if we didn't have
air, nothing would be living in earth.

MS. DAHLSTROM: And he doesn't want the
trees across the street cut down. Thank you.

_ _ MS. GOODKIND: Hi. My name is Carol
Goodkind, G-o-o-d-k-i-n-d. And I feel personally in
terms of myself and other residents on my street that
we've been dealt with quite unethically by Caltrans.

We -- I live on the.Los Angeles side of
Culver City, and thefe has been 1ittle or no
information given to any of us who are not in
Culver City. We find out by mistake, we find out by
hearsay. We have been absolutely uninformed.

And what presents the greatest problem
to me personally is that I did a large remodel on my
home one month, and one month later I fognd out that
there was a meeting that was held at City Hall that

was sponsored by Kevin Murray and Caltrans.

And I had no -- and the Caltrans

proposal was essentially presented as a done deal. I

think that today it also sounds like a done deal. I .
heard this comment that, well, personally Culver City
is in favor of alternative 3B, you know, and that

sounds like a real done deal to me.

I find myself in a situation having
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taken almost all of the equity out of my home to do a

substantial remodél, and humorously that included

reenforcing the pier system of my home, which I think

is sort of humorous considering they are going to

start construction on the freeway right in back of my

house.
And I just wanted to make a comment

that everything that was done was done through code,
was done through all the legitimate agencies and that
I was absolutely uninformed by anybody what -- that
there was going to be an ‘impact on my property and
that major agencies were fully aware of this impact.
MS. FISHER: My name Elaine Fisher,
F-i-s-h-e-r. I don't actually have a personal
complaint. Any of us that have lived here or driven

the freeways for the last 20 years would understand

that some of the comments and the skepticism that

comes from the word "Caltrans" or actually any agency
in Los Angeles comés up because we think that you
should have seen these problems a while ago and

addressed them some time ago.

But the issue right now is this -- the
HOV lane. And when you present your next public
forum to somebody with the same concerns it seems
like you didn't actually answer a lot of the

questions that you asked.

You gave numbers of something.

Somebody asked a question which is really more
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significant, why are we putting a high occupancy
vehicle lane in there.

You think that you're going to change
after 30-some-odd years of people driving the
freeways and all the single people that come out here
to go to school or whatever reasons to get more
people in carpools? 1It's not going to happen.

_ I wish to God this gentleman that got
up and talked about public transportation and the
light rail system, I came here and we had trains
along Santa Monica Boulevard. We had trains even
going up through Pico. And I don't know where they
went to -- to Exposition. There were tracks. We
didn't use anything. We just -- eventually they were
bought up, parking lots weré put on them, a few trees
occésionally.

And I think that certainly has to be --
it doesn't seem like the government or the agencies
as a whole are working towards one public good, that
you all have your own agenda.

All the people that I sat around ﬁy
area are thinking about it. We all made comments to
ourselves, yes, this absolutely sounds like a done

deal. We don't think we're going to make a change

here one iota.

I know we asked for sound walls in my
area, and hopefully by 2003 I won't be living there

because I'm just a renter. And I get that noise, and
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my house has certainly gotten worse.
But the point is is you've got to open
these things up to a general discussion. The numbers

don't mean anything. Does anybody know what 12,000

cars per lane means in 2025? I don't even plan to be

around here in 2025, so that's even less important.

We need to know that there will be some
changes. We're willing-to make some sacrifices for
the future generations. We need more places for cars
to run.

And in this specific area that you're
propoéing to widen the freeway -- because I have been
onbthat stretch of freeway and lived around that area
from actually -- just from Washington Boulevard to
just past the 10 for 29 years.

You need a dedicated lane to the 10
going eastbound maybe evenvthat's separated so that
That is a

people aren't merging at the last minute.

huge bottleneck.
I think it's been shown the two

bottlenecks at the 405 and 101 and the 405 énd the
10. That's been horrible for years, and yet nobody's
done anything about that. And that's what I'd like

to see, is an extra lane of driving that goes north

of San Diego Freeway.

And possibly if anybody remembers years
ago, that there used to be signs on every major |

interstate saying "slower traffic keep right."
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Just constantly teach people, put signs
out there to remiﬁd theﬁ and teach people that they
should be more, you know, considerate when they're
driving.

But I really think in the specific area
you want that we don't need this high occupancy
vehicle lane. I'm on that freeway. I rarely see two
people in the car. I don't even see three people in
a car.

Thank you.

MS. SAPPBR: Thank you very much.

We'll take the next two people, and
then we want to make sure that everyone has a chance
to look at all the displays as well as talk to the
two couft reporters who will be in the back.

\ MS. BROWN: My name is Stacy Brown, and‘
I'm from West Los Angeles. This project is not a
negative declaration project. And I want to go on
record to saying tﬁat very, very strongly.

In addition to noise and pollution
impacts, widening the freeway will also result'in
additional heat 1load. This is in addition to huge
impacts on the people whose houses are being taken.

There's no way this is a negative
declaration project even if the theoretical idea of
making traffic go faster theoretically is supposed to

lessen the amount of pollution.

As the previous speaker said, I don't
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see how the HOV lane is really going to change our
habits significantly. I too will echo the comment
about public transportation. I know for my purposes
I would much more likely be using public
transportation as an individual than trying to go
through all the generations it would take to find
somebody going to the same place that I'm going to to
try to match up a carpool. |

' The air pollution loads in this area
arq already horrendous, and just sending them to
Riverside is not my idea of the solution. We need to
look at the situations more globally. We don't need
to increase freeway capacity. Again, we need to
reduce freeway demand. And there are many ways to do
that.

Getting back to the air pollution
loads. Not only do we have the freeways, we also
have the airports, we've got the increased jet
exhaust for both L.A.X. and Santa Monica.Airport.

We've got a huge increase in the amount
of asthma and respiratory problems in this aren.
Those need to be addressed, and those are appropriate
and essential to address in the EIR and EIS.

And again, this is in no way a negative
declaration project. The traffic problem in the city
is due to a lack of planning. 1It's also due to a |
continual Band-Aiding by more and more and bigger

projects to carry more people from one destination to
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another. And this is what we need to change. It is
the basis of where the problem comes from.
Destroying communities and functional
neighborhoods is not what the city and not what the
state should be doing, and in many cases this is
exactly the result that the projects will have.
Another thing to»think about for the
people whose properties are being taken -- and I
don't know if this has been addressed or not -- is
the fact if they have been in their properties for a
long period of time, then they are protected from

property tax increases.

Are they going to ha#e a significant
increase in property tax when they get to their new
destination? And is the state exempting them from
the new valuation? It could be several thousand
dollars a year in additional property taxes.

And for everybody who has come here
tonight, we do have a voice. 1It's the wbole point of
these meetings. If we all take the responsibility to
write Caltrans, write to our state officials and our |
city officials and let them know what we see the
gsituation as being and what we see the solutions as
being, we don't necessarily have to see this as being
a done deal. |

Also, to address this meeting, this --
the mailing that I received for this meeting wasf '

actually the first I heard of the project. And I1'11l
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have to admit to not reading the newspapers on a

regular basis.

Just noticing it in the newspaper is
not sufficient in this city. Many of us get our
news -- get our information from other sources
including radio, and that is a broad spectrum from
everything to public radio to commercial radio and
also 1ocal papers. A lot of people just read the
local --'normally called throwaways and don't read
the big papers. |

And also one meeting for this is not
adequate. There are a lot of people who, especially
this time of year, are just up to ﬁheir ears with
family commitments, work commitments. It's
approaching year end. A lot of people just plain
can't get here, especially for a 6:30 meeting.

-We need additional meetings. And.I
think at this point we need to reopen the scoping for
this project and gét the communities together so we
can look at other alternatives. | |

And that's about all I have to sa} for
now. Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

MR. KOZINSKY: Before we have the last
speaker I'd like Almeta to come up and talk about the

relocation situation.

And I would just like to preface by
saying that back in the old days Caltrans used to bé

the agents that came in and tried to lowball you and
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buy your house and move you out as quickly as

possible.

Well, the legislature and the federal
government condoned this process, and rest assured
that federal and state laws have passed that require
us to treat the residents out there a lot more

gingerly. And I think the operation's a lot better

for that legislation.
MS. POWELL: I'm going to address a

portion of the lady's comments concerning an increase

in property taxes.

Not too long ago -- well, a little

while ago there was a proposition called Propositibn

3. And what it does is it protects people who have

to move because of a public project.

And what you do is you get to keep your
current property tax level up to a certain percént.
And so when your acquisition agent comes out and
talks to you, if we're purchasing your wpole house,
then they will help'you £fill out the paperwork so
that wherever you go when you relocate you wili‘be
able to take your present tax base with you, a
portion of it or all of it depending on how much you
pay for your home, okay.

And as Ron says, we do have a different
way of helping people who are affected by our
freeways these days. We have what's called a

felocation systems program, and you usually get money
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above what your acquisition price is, what your fair
market price is. And this additional money is to

help you to be able to relocate yourself.

And someone mentioned not too long ago

_about some plants and he couldn't take his plants

with him. Usually if you have small plants -- now,
large trees and large palm trees and whatever, that
might»be_a little difficult, but small plants and
whatever, you can usually work out something with
your acquisition agent to be able to take some of
your prized orchids, gardenias or whatever to your
new location so you can make that new place home for

you, 6kay.
So we have changed a lot, and it's

important that we get the message out that we do have

a relocation assistance program, and we are trying to

do as much as we can to lessen the impact of our

freeway project on each and every one of you.
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: What about

inside the house? Fixtures, antique lamps, and

things like? Can't we take those?
MS. POWELLQ Well, you know what

happens? When the appraiser comes out and they walk
the property with you and they walk through the

property, you can tell them, you know, this is a new
lamp or this is a lamp that's been in my family for
99 years and I want to keep it. And they'll make .

a -- they'll put a value on it, and you can keep

BARNEY, UNGERMANN & ASSOCIATES 1-888-326-5900
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those kinds of things that are movable.

Now, as far as things that are not
movable, you know, it depends upon how it's attached.
But things that are movable, for instance, ceiling
fans, we let people take those with them. And we

just deduct that from the price, and we have a value

in our appraisal for it. Okay.

_ UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: But are you
going to'sell that stuff or just throw it out?

MS. POWELL: Well, see what happens is
once we purchase your property from you, it then
goes -- if you want to take your things with you, you
can take them with you, okay.

But what we'll do is we'll --
everything that you have has a value, and if we're
going to buy it, then we'll pay you for that value.

And if -- ‘
UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: Well, all you're

going to do is tear it down. .

MS. POWELL: We are going to tear down
the house. And I know some people have the prettiest
brick and the prettiest paint, and all that has to go
too. But that's just a part of the plan.

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: As far as the

wreckers are concerned --

THE REPORTER: I didn't hear that.
MS. POWELL: The wreckers -- as far aé

the wreckers are concerned, we do have a -- we do
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have people that come in and bid on the projects, and
many times owners talk with the wreckers or whatever
and make some kind of things.

But what we try to do is during the
appraisal process if we know that there are things
that you would like to keep, we'll make those

accommodations for you. Okay.
MR. VIOLIN: My name is Efrem Violin.

Some of you may know me. E-f-r-e-m V, as in Victor,

i-o-1-i-n.

_ There's a couple of items that haven't
been touched this evening. I've waited a long time
and listened to most everything. |

No. 1, some of you, don't worry too
terribly. They may not take your house after all.
The people at the end of the 605 fought it‘for years.
I think they finally lost, but maybe we can leafn
something from what they've accomplished for the
several years that'they kept the freeway.from

expanding up through their neighborhood.

Let me say this: Losing your house is
a lot more than dollars and cents. One of the most
traumatic effects in your life is the loss of your

property.

So it's more than just plain dollars

and cents, and we haven't found the value of the

psychological effect. So we'll think about that.

That's another aspect.
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The other thing that I'd like to
mention and hasn't been talked at all -- mentioned at
all is the increase in traffic on Culver Boulevard.
Just exactly what is that going to do to property
values on Culver Boulevard? How much is that

increase going to be? I just wonder. Six lanes of

traffic on Culver and moving the bike path. 1I'd
really like some more explanations.

' And I thank you very much for your

attention.
MS. HARGIS: Good evening. My name is

Deeba Hargis, D-e-e-b-a H-a-r-g-i-s.

. I just wanted to say'that since we knoy
that the 405 and the 10 Freeway is considered to be
one of the toughest traffic>prob1ems in the country,
I think that all of us we need to demand that the
toughest problem in the country requires the

brightest minds that Caltrans has to try to solve

that problem. .
And so I'm here to say that I hope

everyone would show up for the next meetings,
mobilize and try to get the brightest minds in the
country or at least in Caltrans working on this
problem.

Thank you.
MS. SAPPER: Thank you very much. This

concludes our presentation section of the meeting.

We appreciate you coming and voicing your opinion.
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At this time we are going to continue
having our stations. Right of way is located right
here, and to my left is HOV and traffic and project

development landscape, and noise section is right

here.
In addition, we will have two court

reporters located between the stationary and the

mobile chairs. Thank you very much for coming, and

please dtive safely.
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PUBLIC COMMENTS
' * * % * %

MR. ADRIANO MATTONI: Basically I
just -- my concern is that, you know, taking these
off ramps and on ramps out that they want to take out
and then combine them all onto one on ramp.

My personal opinion is it's insanity
because the traffic around here is so bad as it is.
It's a nightmare as it is trying to get on and off
the freeway with the existing on ramps. |

And to actually remove some of them and
combine them into one, all I can say is I don't know
what you guys are thinking or what;s in your head

concerning that.

It's clear that they don't live in the
west side. Obviously they must live in la la laﬁd or
something. But I just think it's a very bad idéa,
that they should not remove any of the existing off
ramps or on ramps.' If anything, they shguld add
some. They should all be left as they are.

That's basically my only real concern.
I know that Culver City ﬁants to just have everything
bypass them, but they always try to do that. Because
if Culver City had their way, they'd put a wall up
around it like Berlin and wouldn't want anybody
coming in and out of it.

That's it.

MS. LYNNE DAVIDSON: I'm Lynne
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Davidson, and I'm a manager at Teto's Tacos. And I

have two requests.
During construction I'd like the
barrier to be higher because we're a restaurant and

we serve food and we don't want dust coming in and

getting on the food.
And also right up to where the freeway

comes next to us, they stop the sound wall because
we're commercial property. But it is a restaurant.
So I was wondering if you guys could just extend the
sound wall just a little bit for us.

Thank-you;

MR. MITCH MEDNICK: My name is
Mitch Mednick, M-e-d-n-i-c-k, and I live at
11300 Rose Avenue.

I was concerned -- I understénd that
you're going to use UCLA sound walls for that afea.
And I live in.that area, and I know that for a fact
that their sound walls are not good. _

'~ And I would really appreciate that you
put in your own sound walls because if you stand
behind it, you can tell that there's definitely no --
the noise is getting through.

Also on the amount of traffic, I Qas
wondering according to your studies or report I got,
there's going to be a limited amount, no impact. And
UCLA has proposed building some more apartments '

there, and their study shows no impact on traffic.
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And on Sawtelle across the street from
UCLA, théy are also building apartments, and their
study shows no impact on traffic. And another
two-tenths of a mile down the street Windward School

is building at this point, and their study shows no

impact on traffic.
And I was just wondering all these

combined projects, why is all no impact still equals
a no impact? You would think that with all the
additional traffic in the area ﬁhat it's not -- it's
harmful to residents.

And I was'wondering if there was a CO
test taken on the freeway for the emissions of the
cars, are taken with additional cars that they
propose.
- And also this test was taken on thg'
proposed -- of the new projects in my neighborhbod
and if the total would exceed the EPA amount in
either one hour or'eight hours' worth of traffic
time. |

That's it.
MR. MIKE BALKMAN: I have a property on

Washington Boulevard, and a long time ago we bought

the freeway excess property. That is now our parking

that makes us legal conforming to the city's parking

requirement.

They've got me lined out for partial

téking on all the plans. If we take that parking
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area, I no longer meet the city's -- Culver city's
requirement for pafkinglfor my building.

So what happens? I become legal and

nonconforming as far as the city is concerned. And

at any time I try to do anything with my property,
the city says,
Basically that's my problem.

_ I'm worried about access during the
construction. The only way'in and out of my rear
parking -- my only parking is through the ailey.

What's going to happen to the alley during their

" construction?

okay, tear it down and build parking.

And I was wondering if could get a copy

of the transcripts.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) ss.

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

I, Katherine Gale, CSR 9793, a Certified
Shorthand Reporter in and for the State of

California, do hereby certify:

That said proceedings was taken before me at
the time ahd place named therein and was thereafter
reduced to typewriting under my supervision; that
this transcript is a true record of the proéeedings
and contains a full, true and correct report of the
proceedihgs which took place at the time and place
set forth in the caétion hereto as-shown by my

original stenographic notes.

I further certify that I have no

interest in the event of the action.

EXECUTED this 5th day of January, 2000.
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9.2 Responses to Comments Received at Public Hearing

Comments received at the public hearing from private organizations and citizens have
been grouped and addressed below.

General Considerations

1. How will Caltrans reach a final decision? Will Caltrans consider public input?
Laura Stuart

Through input from various sources, including internal, outside agency, public and
private, a preferred alternative will be identified in the Final Environmental Document
(See Section 2.4).

Environmental Considerations

2. How will Caltrans ensure that there will be minimal harm to the environment?
(Mitigation measures/keep trees & foliage wherever possible)

Mike Cooper/Ann Cooper

Melanie Halbach

Susan Kennedy

Albert Peschel

Caltrans is required by law to perform appropriate environmental studies, and is doing so
in this case. Caltrans maintains a professional staff to perform environmental studies,
and has been doing environmental studies since the passage of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) more than 30 years ago.

The environmental review process must be done in accordance with NEPA and CEQA
guidelines. This leaves little room for variance from a full and fair environmental review.
It is the intention of Caltrans to identify and mitigate any and all potential environmental
impacts, not only to ensure compliance, but also to ensure that environmental
considerations are integrated into project implementation. See Chapter 5 for impacts to
environmental resources from this project.

3. When was this project first made public?
Greg Kinsey
Felipe Mireles & Family

Public scoping advertisements were placed in the following newspapers on June 18,
1998: Los Angeles Times, Culver City News, La Opinion, The Argonaut, The Daily
Breeze, and The Los Angeles Sentinel. A copy of the advertisement is shown in Figure
5.
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4. Can the public hearings be held on weekends? Can the project be put on the ballot so
citizens can vote?
Richard Beaver

Caltrans has exceeded all requirements for public notification and input. The process that
the State of California is following is designed to obtain public input from as many
people as possible to reflect the overall sentiment of the community.

5. Why did Caltrans use 9-year old Census data to study housing impact?
Laura Stuart

It is protocol for Caltrans to use the most current official Federal Census data available.
Since the Year 2000 data is not yet available, the 1990 data was used.

6. Which report indicates that more lanes reduce pollution?
Laura Stuart

Table 11 indicates that implementation of the Build Alternatives will reduce CO from
adjacent to the roadway in both the one- and eight-hour concentration. This data was
taken from the “Physical Environmental Report for the proposed HOV widening of the
San Diego Freeway (Route 405) between the Marina Freeway (Route 90) and the Santa
Monica Freeway (Route 10)”, dated September 1998.

7. Has Caltrans considered archeology for this project?
Robin Turner

Caltrans conducted an Archeological Survey Report and determined that no archeological
sites are known to exist within, or adjacent to the project area. In addition, a Historical
Property Survey Report was prepared and no buildings were determined to be sensitive
cultural resources as they were either less than 50 years old or more than 50 years of age,
but substantially altered. See Sections 3.11 and 5.2 for additional information.

8. Why is it a Negative Declaration/Finding of No Significant Impact (ND/FONSI) if
homes & businesses will be impacted?

Mike Balkman

Frances Talbot-White

Caltrans, based on studies conducted for the proposed project, respectfully finds that a
ND/FONSI is appropriate because of the mitigation measures, including available
relocation benefits and soundwall construction. See Appendix J for additional
information on relocation benefits.

Design/Project Development

9. What can be done about the bottleneck created by HOV lanes south of the 90?7
Greg Kinsey
Letha Kemper
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Beverly Violin
Susan Kennedy

Incorporation of HOV lanes into this segment of [-405 will serve to alleviate existing
congestion and provide a continuous HOV facility when all other HOV projects are
complete. High Occupancy Vehicle lanes will be constructed along the entire [-405
corridor in Los Angeles County and are currently operating on I-405 from the Orange
County Line to Interstate 105 (I-105) and from US-101 to I-5.

Located just south of the project area, a HOV lane from I-105 to SR-90 is in the design
phase, and is expected to be open in Spring 2005. See Section 2.5 for additional
information.

10. Why must the existing ramps be eliminated? Why are new ones proposed?
Adriano Mattoni
Barbara Widawski
Susan Gregory
Marjorie H. Rose

Ramp consolidation for this project will increase the weaving length for merging traffic
to the mainline and help the traffic flow better for both freeway and local streets.

The use of isolated off-ramps or partial interchanges should be avoided (eliminated)
because of the potential for wrong way movements and added driver confusion. In
general, interchanges with all ramps connecting at a single cross street are preferred.
(See Section 2.4 for additional information.)

11. Why are four homes being removed to curve Berryman Avenue at McDonald when it
would be cheaper to make Berryman Avenue a dead end and leave houses alone?
John Mendygral

Making Berryman Avenue a cul-de-sac will not eliminate the takes on the houses, as
there is a minimum radius required by the City. In addition, there is a possibility that
additional right-of-way would be needed. For safety and other concerns, the City would
need to provide input and approval.

12. Explain HOV system (i.e., positives and negatives). What is the percentage of cars
going past project limits? What is the percentage of usage of HOV/Non-HOV lanes?

Gloria Sondheim

Stacy Brown

Frances Talbot-White

John O’Mahony

Paul Glaess

Richard Beaver

LA 405 HOV Between I-10 and SR-90 Initial Study/Environmental Assessment Page 127



The positive aspects of High Occupancy Vehicle lanes are a decrease in traffic
congestion and pollution, and they save time. The negative aspect is that HOV lanes are
a fairly new concept and do not always functionally coexist with other modes of
transportation. According to transportation forecasts, it will be impossible to build our
way out of congestion. Therefore, we are implementing traffic management strategies to
use the remaining freeway capacity most efficiently. Some examples include the
following: providing incentives to rideshare, moving more people, maintaining mobility
in the region with a free-flow lane, and providing trip reliability in the region to its users;
which in turn encourages transit and mass transportation use.

High Occupancy Vehicle lanes reduce congestion initially (because they add capacity to
the freeway), considerably reduce the number of hours that the adjacent lanes are
congested, and more importantly forestall the growth of congestion longer than any
regular freeway lane we have added to our freeway system.

When HOV lanes were first introduced in Los Angeles County, the HOV system was
designed to increase the person-movement capacity of the freeway, be cost-effective by
reducing commute costs, and provide rideshare incentives, such as saving time and trip
reliability. The results of these goals were to improve air quality, conserve energy,
increase mobility and efficiency of all trips and reduce congestion.

Along this particular section of the freeway, there are five lanes (including the HOV
lane), therefore, each lane accounts for 20% of the space on the freeway. According to
our manual occupancy count data, approximately 14% of the total vehicles in the
morning peak period are carpools (2 or more people), and approximately 19% of the total
vehicles in the afternoon peak period are carpools, along this stretch. The project south
of this project [along I-405 from the Harbor Freeway (Interstate 110) to the Century
Freeway (Interstate 105)] has a peak hour volume of 1,350 vehicles and 2,780 people.
Similar volumes for the regular lanes are also collected during these manual counts, and
this data indicates that the HOV land is carrying 28% of the motorists on the freeway,
while each regular lane is only carrying 18% of the motorists on the freeway.

Also, studies have shown that only those freeways which added HOV lanes showed a
considerable increase in the number of carpools, while all other freeways, even those
which added regular lanes, showed a steady or declining number of carpools.

13. Will 3100M solve traffic delays, esp. before the 10 going south? Will more traffic lead
to more crime?

Lillian Jenkins

Beverly Violin

Gloria Sondheim

Letha Kemper

Robin Dahlstrom

One hundred million dollars does not solve traffic delay problems on any freeway, but
building this HOV lane will help reduce the freeway congestion time and will make the

LA 405 HOV Between I-10 and SR-90 Initial Study/Environmental Assessment Page 128



HOV lane a continuous system for 1-405 when all segments are finished. See Sections
1.3 and 2.3 for additional information on how this project fits into the regional
transportation model. More traffic is not expected to lead to more crime.

Right-of-Way Acquisition

14. If our property will not be taken, will we be compensated for property value decrease
& noise? What is the effect of the limit line (i.e., inside/outside limit line)? Will we be
compensated during construction?

Dara O’Mahony

Juan Alcala

Bill Holzer

Susan Kennedy

Gretchen Bailey

Mike Cooper/Ann Cooper

Karl Herrera

Michael Donohue & Patricia R.

Carlos & Elva Ortega

Paul Lewis

Ron Peterson

Jack Gard

Jenny Garcia

Chris Nguyen

The limit line identifies the area to be acquired. Properties within the limit line will be
acquired depending on the alternative chosen. Impacted residents will be eligible for
relocation benefits. The law does not allow for compensation for the effects of
construction that affects the population in general, however, mitigation measures during
construction will help to minimize impacts. The freeway construction is a temporary
inconvenience. See Appendix I for status of right-of-way acquisition for each alternative.

15. Explain the acquisition process. What is the timeline? What will happen to the
structures? Does the cost of the project include Right-Of-Way acquisition?

Stephanie Hanchett

H Rangel

Juan & Cynthia Alcala

Ima Vandergoot

Alan Corlin

The time for the acquisition process depends on the negotiations between the property
owner and the state. Before any acquisition negotiations take place, a fair market value
appraisal must be completed and approved. Once the appraisal is approved, the
Acquisition branch is required by Caltrans policy to make an offer within thirty days of
that approval.
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If the property owner signs at the time of the First Written Offer, the acquisition agent
will process the paper work and the check will be sent to the escrow company usually
between six to seven weeks. In other words, once the contract has been signed, escrow
should close in six to seven weeks.

The property owner will also receive relocation benefits if they are displaced by the
project. These include the cost to move, any interest differential, if applicable, and a
replacement property differential. The state will also pay all fees related to the property it
purchases. See Appendix J for additional information on relocation benefits.

The state will also pay one-time fees on the replacement property the grantor purchases.

The structures on properties identified for a full take will be demolished. The cost of the
project includes Right-of-Way acquisition.

16. What is full take? What is a partial take? What if we want a full take instead of a
partial take?

Richard Harris

Mike Cooper/Ann Cooper

A full take is when the entire parcel is required for the project. A part take is when only a
portion of the property is needed for the project.

A full take is when the right of way line goes through the improvements and there is not
enough land on the remainder to rebuild. The state would also buy the entire property if
the parcel was not able to be developed because the remainder did not meet building
codes. This is what is considered an uneconomic remnant either to the owner or the
market. If the access is denied because of the project and the land would be landlocked,
the state would purchase the entire property.

17. How will we be compensated for having to use the capital gains tax exemption far
earlier than we may have planned to use it?
Keith Kawamoto

There is no compensation associated with capital gains tax exemption. Please consult
with your tax person or with Los Angeles County Tax Officials.

18. How is my home/business affected?
B. Ambrozich: 4366 Huntley Ave
Jim Knight: 2311 Cotner Ave
Craig Johnson: 2311 Cotner Ave
Dee Halenak: 5184 Dawes Ave. She wants to do addition but will it be taken?
Susan Kennedy: 11415 McDonald St
Manfred Gerger: 4341-4351 Sawtelle (6 unit apartment building)
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The State compensates each property owner of residential or commercial properties in the
same manner. According to law compensation must paid at fair market value. See
Appendix I for status of your property.

Soundwalls/Noise

19. What is the timeline for soundwalls (during, prior to, and after construction)?

Robin Turner
Lillian Jenkins
Lynne Davidson
Cheryl Lewis
Verdis Ferraro
Phyllis Kossoff
Dee Halenak
Mark Jablonski
Therese Doucette
Thabet Girgis

- Jim Vollmer
Juan & Cynthia Alcala
Hall
Roger Jewell
Yolanda D. Jewell
Felipe Mireles & Family
James Lamont

Normally, soundwalls will be constructed in accordance with the stage of construction,
and that varies from one project to another. Ultility lines and other existing infrastructure
may have an effect on these areas. It will take approximately 1 to 1 % years to complete
soundwall construction.

20. What is planned for the soundwalls in terms of treatment/aesthetics (both sides)?
What type of materials are used to reduce noise?

Juan Alcala

Gretchen Bailey

Bill Becker (at Culver Blvd. Overpass)

Michael Donohue & Patricia R

Cheryl Lewis

Juan & Cynthia Alcala

Nanping Lo (could vines be planted every 5’ instead of 10’

Jerry Dealey

Exact details for soundwall treatment has not been determined at this time. Caltrans uses
a variety of colored and textured blocks for wall portions. On poured in place concrete
retaining walls a variety of textures have been used. Examples of block and wall
treatments were on display at the Public Meeting held on December 9, 1999. As the
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project progresses through the design stage, additional meetings will be held with local
agencies and the public to finalize the exact aesthetic features for this project.

Replacement landscaping will be appropriate to the area in accordance with Caltrans
standards for safety setbacks, spacing, drought tolerance and long term maintenance.

21. How will additional lanes have no significant noise or vibration? How old are noise
study statistics? Who prepared the noise study?
Laura Stuart

With regard to additional lanes causing vibration, historically, numerous studies have
been prepared by Caltrans. Earth-borne vibrations generated by freeway traffic
immediately adjacent to residential areas show that architectural damage to buildings
from such vibrations to be highly improbable. It concludes that although vibrations
generated by heavy trucks may at times be felt, they are far below the architectural
damage risk level criterion.

Noise study statistics are less than three years old. The Noise Investigations Unit
prepares all noise study reports in the Office of Environmental Engineering and
Feasibility Studies for the District.

22. What is the noise footprint?
Sal Grammatico

Generally speaking, every project includes of a set of sensitive receptors for each
soundwall. A sensitive receptor is defined as any impacted receiver. Noise readings are
measured and recorded at each of these sensitive receptors for soundwall needs and
analysis. Therefore, noise is recorded with the prevailing traffic, wind, temperature and
other meteorological dated noted at the site.

23. Soundwall at...
off ramp next to Huntley - Melanie Halbach
between Mathison going south to Washington Place southbound - Mark Hoigt
Washington Boulevard to Washington Place - Jim Bisch
beyond southbound Centinela exit - Deeba S. Hargis
Slauson and Port - Laura Stewart

Refer to the layout sheets in Appendices B, C, and D for locations of the proposed
soundwalls. Soundwalls are identified as rectangles ( [J). Information for wall
heights can be found in Appendix F.

24. How do soundwalls affect wind patterns and air quality? Can exhaust fumes be
trapped in air pockects?
Victoria Buschor
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Exhaust fumes typically move upward and are taken with the wind. The soundwalls are
not expected to exceed the heights of existing trees and taller buildings.

Surface Street

25. What is the expected traffic impact on surface streets (Sawtelle/Sepulveda/Culver)?
Diana Mednick
Bernard Brownstein
Susan Gregory

The local circulation of traffic will not be impacted after project construction for
Alternative 3a. Local traffic will be changed for Alternative 3b and Modified Alternative
3ab, as these alternatives will change the configuration of the ramps near Culver
Boulevard. Additional information is in the response to Questions 44 and 45 in Section
5. To minimize impacts from the ramp consolidation, Culver Boulevard will be realigned
between Sawtelle Boulevard and Sepulveda Boulevard.

Construction

26. Are the hours of construction day and night?
Dara O’Mahony
Gretchen Bailey

Construction will occur during the day and night. Work will be scheduled in a manner
least disruptive to residences and the motoring public.

27. What is the effect of construction on residents/citizens/surface streets?
Dara O’Mahony
Verdis Ferraro
Felipe Mireles & Family
Gretchen Bailey
Carlos & Elva Ortega
James Lamont

We will take the least disruptive route to residents and surface street to construct this
project. Caltrans Standard Specifications pertaining to dust control and dust palliative
requirements will be followed to control dust. See answer to Question 54 in Section 5.

28. What can be done about pest control during construction?
Dee Halenak

Such issues will be looked at on a case-by-case basis to determine potential solutions.
Other Projects/Ideas

29. Why not a mass transit enhancement or monorail along median?
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Eugene E. Ruyle
Stacy Brown
Susan Kennedy
Robert Wolfe
Richard Beaver

This may come in the future, however, the purpose of this project is of a gap-closure
nature to provide continuity for an existing system. See Section 1.3 for additional
information.

30. Why not double deck like the 110 Freeway?
Letha Kemper
Beverly Violin
Ima Vandergoot
Chris Nguyen

Cost restraints make this prohibitive at the present time.

30. Are there plans for the 90 to extend to the 605?
Jay Howard

There are no current plans at this time.

31. Why not fix the bottleneck where the I-405 goes under I-10?
Jim Vollmer ‘

High Occupancy vehicle lanes will be constructed along the entire 1-405 corridor in Los
Angeles County. The I-405/I-10 interchange will be restriped to provide a smooth
transition through the interchange, as well as completing the southbound HOV system
from I-5 in the San Fernando Valley to the I-5 at the El Toro Y in Orange County. The
status of other projects along the 405 can be seen in Section 2.3.

32. Will it be a soundwall or retaining wall between Matteson going south to Washington
Place on the southbound lanes? "
Mark Hoist

There will be both a soundwall and a retaining wall for this area. Refer to Layout Sheet 9
(L-9) in Appendix B (Alternatives 3a and 3b) and Appendix D (Modified Alternative
3ab).

33. Slope steeper at her residence (3732 Tuller)
Nancy McMillan

Thank you for your comment. It will be forwarded to project engineers who will
determine some of these specific details during the design phase.
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34. Make exit lane to 90 more restrictive
La Tijera area has 3 entrances
Make northbound exit lane to 10 more restrictive

Turn off meter at Venice entrance (north) on Saturday and Sunday
Emily Fisher

Thank you for your comment. They will be forwarded to project engineers who will
determine some of these specific details during the design phase.
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Letter dated 09/04/99 from Richard Mitchell & Elizabeth

Kinnon

RICHARD MITCHELL
BLIZABETH KINNON
11115 Pasragut Drive, Calver

Chy, CA 50230
Phaoe (310) 2020282 Fax (310) 2020283

TO: TONY HARRIS, CALTRANS CHIEF DEPUTY
OEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR, MS - 49
1120 N STREET
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

RE:FREEWAY EXPANSION
SEPT. 4, 1999

Oear Tony Harris,

Wememwn'mmdmwmmmeh
neighbochood, in Culver City

As volis, h and

-y

 Songly wge you oot 10 changs the curTec: ire y p ")
proposed Cuiver BV, setup, Traffic geta worse afl the time and we
concern that with the proposed change our oh will be

Cars trying to avaid the freeway congestion.
WOmwanyWhmmhmmmm

Thank you.
Flichard Mitche " Ekzapeth KGnnon
" 11115 Fasragut Drive

Culver Gity, CA 90230

Response to Richard Mitchell & Elizabeth Kinnon

'ugm. FRANRPORIATION AND HOUSINE ASENCY SANY SnS, Sovarmer
TRANSPORTATION )

DEPARTMENT OF
-n.-:o-u.
myman

Septesmber 22, 1999

M. Richard Michell
mlsrm.unui

ve
Culver Clty, CA. 90230

th“b“bmh‘rM&Mb&Tmﬂ#MWﬁr
hmmwh Diogo Freeway Occupancy Vehicle
(HOV) lsac project. ‘l'hsﬁlbv‘-;hhnﬁ-p-ﬁnhywpﬁn-ywn

Your roquest not 4o changs the camront : on rep/off ramp at Braddock o the proposed
wummhw-mmuumwmm
wuﬁnmmwwuw Thesc alternatives wil
-muhmm:nmmmwmwuwwhu
of this year. .

Hmhnmmmﬁm.mmun Gabe Hamidi, Project
Manager at (213) 897-5354. .

Sincexely,

ROBERT W. SASSAMAN
Acting District D

1N

paAgaoau sie)e]



Letter dated 09/09/99 from Jackie Scott

Response to Jackie Scott
. STATE OF CALIFORNIA—~BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Govermor
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

TotyHarks 0 LTS ST @
Caftrans Chief Deputy @ wram :
Dept of Transportation _ :
Ofice o the Divector, MS-49 September 29, 1999 :
2N, Steel
Sacramento, Ca 95814

Ms. Jacqueline E. Scott
11151 Lindblade Street
Culver City, CA 90302

Dear Sir

Dear Ms. Scott:
. :]l::ve&o;ln ask:d ‘hteo leq;ond tor‘your letter d;ted September ?&999 ;o Mr. Tony thl?rsm
jef ty of California Deg of Transp i trans), regarding an
Please Do Not Close the on-ramp on Dies (05 Froevay High Oy Vi GOV b ot
. Your request not to close the on-ramp on Sawtel.le at Bndd‘_:ck and not to move the Ro_l.m:
Sawtelle at Braddock, covimnal ey Soved Soigh et s S o e PR
ined. Thesc all ives will be available for your review at an upcoming Public
Hearing, which will be scheduled by the end of this year.
Please do not move the 405 on ramp v Mg (2 B57 5954 8 i e, plessc contct Mz Gabe Famid, Prjec
' ‘ Thank you for your letter and the opportunity to address your concerns.
From north Culver to south Culver it Simcerly,
/ .
ROBERT W. SASSAMAN
Acting District Director

Thanks,

gt

Hoine owner for over 25 years,




Letter dated 09/10/99 from David Avery

Dn'vid Avery
4323 Globe Avenue
Culver City, CA 50230

September 10, 1999

TonyHamis  Fove 1. (S9LLOR
Cdtrlns Chief Deputy
of Tra

Oﬁceofthebn'ector MS-49
1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Haris:

1have ly b aware of di ions to widen the 405 Fresway through Culver
City, including plaas to rel the existi CulverBlvd. oﬁ'mdonnmps Asa
rwdmzofGlobeAvmug,dwecﬂybdundthc D Xp Tani dto
1earn more about the proposal.

If possible, I would like to obtain a copy of the map outlining the proposed redirection,
including how this would affect the residents of Globe Avenue.

Sincerely,

L=

David Avery
Horaeopwaer, 4323 Globe Avenue

Response to David Avery
‘;AH&WMAMMMM ) GRAY DAVIR, Gevernor
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
glm". ma:.m ST @
@13} e9T802 .

Mr. David Avery
4323 Giobe Avenuc
Culver City, CA 90230

Dear Mr. Avery:
lhlvebeenukedwxeapondloyourmdnedSeptuuberlo, 1999, t6 Mr. Tony Harris,

Chief Deputy Di of Tn the Route 405 High
OempancyVehmle(HOV)ImepmJect. Thefoﬂomngmlbmnnonpmmwynmpnmary

1. Per your request, we are providing the hed layout drawing of the proposed plan to
ine the Culver Boul d i k of the Route 405.
2. ﬁismemmy, ially affect the resid of Globe Avenue. Several design alternatives

are being developed and examined. The Right of Way maps for theee alternatives arc still
bemgptqnndandhnvenotbeeneomplmdyet. However, they will be ready for your
review at an upooming Public Hearing, which will be scheduled by the end of this year.

If you have any questions regarding the issues for the HOV widening of State Route 405,
please Mr. Gabe Hamidi, Projoct M at (213) 897-5354.

Acting District Director 7

Attachment

p



Letter dated 11/08/99 from Tyra Beavers
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Response to Tyra Beavers, page 1

ORAY DAVIS, Gevernor
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DISTRICT 7, 120 0. SPAING 3T

LOB ANGELES, CA 10912-309¢ .

THO (213} T8 @
' (213) 897-0362

November 22. 1999

Dr. Tyra L. Beavers

Dogtor of ic

1180 S. Beverly Dnve. Suite 410

Los Angeles, CA 90035

Dear Dr. Beavers:

ﬂusumresponsetoyom-lemrdmd 8, 1999, regarding construction of a
d the southbound Route 405 (San Dicgo) Freeway. near the vicinity of

McDonald Street and specifically on the 5000 block of Dawes Street in Culver City.

Please be advised that the residential area that you are inquiring about is adjacent to a
location that meets the criteria for a soundwall and is on the Caltrans Soundwall Priority
List. The project area is located on the westside of the Route 405 freeway. between
Slauson Avenuc and Ballona Creek. It is subject to the availability of funding.

The LA County Metropolitan Transp Authority (LACMTA). as the responsible
agency. is in the process of developing the fimding policy for the post 1989 soundwall
list. It is anticipated that MTA will be issuing a soundwall policy on this list by the end of
the year. Caltrans can proceed with the development of the many soundwall projects
included in the post 1989 list, once each project has been programmed with funding. It is
ommtmpmonthntMTAwnllbemmgammdwnllpohcyonmgmmmgnnd
funding by the end of the year.

in Addman.theuxslproposed HOV Project on the Route 405 Freeway that
recommends dwalls at locations from the Route 90 to the Route 10 Freeway.
The start construction date is anticipated to begin in August 2003. Also. a public hearing
to discuss the project will be held at Veterans Memorial Auditorium in Culver City on
Thursday, December 9,1999.

Caltrans and MTA acknowledge your concem and need for a soundwall in your area, We
are working together to determine the funding strategy and delivery process for these
soundwall projects in the most expeditious manner possible.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Gabe Hamidi, Project Manager ot (213)
897-5354.



Response to Tyra Beavers, page 2

November 22. 1999
Page two

Thank you for your letter and the opportunity to provide this information.

Sincerely,

JA MITWAS!
District Division Chief
Planning and Public Transportation




Letter dated 12/02/99 from Marc Major
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Response to Marc Major

1. Please see response to Question 29 in Section 9.2.



Letter dated 12/14/99 from Gabrieleno/Tongva

Tribal Council, page 1

GABRIELENO / TONGVA TRIBAL COUNCIL

Decemmber 14, 1999

120 So. Spring Strest
Los Angcles, CA 90012-6610

RE: WSW/&MW&HOSEOVLI&NM
Dear Mr. Iverson:

In response to your ietter dated Noverober 16, 1999, the Gabeinleno/Tongva Tribal Conncil
would ke to take this opportunity to neat on the November 1999 IS/EA document that your
agency provided to this tribe. As the proposed project lies within the traditional tribal boundaries and
sphere of influence of the Gabrickno/Tongva Tribel Council of San Gabricl, we fed thet it s cur
Tesponsibility (o make the thllowing cotmments and recommendations.

SectionS.ll(Cuhlﬂkmm).Pngazsofthbmmdanﬁw
mmn(mwm%mwmmmwaﬁmwm
to, the project area”, We woukd disagree with this stetement after consultation with our calcaral
Tesource representative, Mr, Samue! Dunlap, who provided documentation of the sxistence of at jeast
GMmemm-lnﬂemofhmofpmﬂﬁd“ofﬂne’m
are within % mile), It is the desire of this tribal council to convey to you and all other intercsted

i _wﬁpwmofhWofWﬁnwofmbﬁw
ﬁunﬂuuﬂuﬂd@oﬂsdﬂmwﬁnmﬁyﬁhmoﬁwﬂ&le&nmy

[tbas boen our experience that the existrnice ofburied cultural deposits andfor bizmen remains
mhmwﬁhmmwmmoﬁeﬂmwmn»humwmme
26 and stated in the previous peragraph. Alo, on pages 37 and 38 of the document (question 48)
hdowmmrh‘mwmmbghlmwmw,bﬂombylmh

THE EXECUTIVE BOARD OF THE GABRIELENO/TONGVA TRIBAL COUNCIL

Antbony Morales, Chairperson Rager Castille, Spokasperson
Josnne M. Garcia, Secratary Linda Loagshore, Packet/Membership
Eleanor Sot0, Treasure Mary Ana Moore, Cultura! Affair

Message Phoos (626) 2861632 Fax (626) 206-1262

PO. BOX 693 « SAN GABRIEL, CA 91778

Letter dated 12/14/99 from Gabrieleno/Tongva
Tribal Council, page 2

GuyIverson -
Decamber 14, 1999
Page Two

mu%mwumuwm-emmwm
congruction, all construction activities placing such resources at risk must cease wail proper
cxamination by s qualified archacologist or cultural Natorias”. We find the statoments to be
somewhat contradictory snd mislesding. This tribal council bebaves that the possibility for
cocountering unknown archacological deposits during construction activities is always s distinct
possibiGty.

Wewoul recommond thet your agency consider utifzing qualified arvhacological and Native
American monitors daring copstruction segmends of your peoject. These qualified personoel could
then be an band to make quelified jodgments on possible sreas of srehasological sensitivity, We ficl
hxﬁmmmmdmw&ﬂbWﬁwmm
during construction sctivities is not a preferred method of identification.

For further jnformation on the recocumendations of this tribal council you may contact our
cultural vesource ropreseatative, Sarauel H. Duclep (J09/507-1958 voice), af any time. We wish to
thask you for contacting us oo this project and we look firward to working with you on any fiture

ecjects within our tribal territory.
- muyumf e
Triba! Cheirman
o Jeffroy Linley - FHA
Hymie Ludeq - FTA
Ruth Villa Lobos - COE
Timothy Craggs - DOT
Hans Kreatrberg - OHP.
Semmal H. Dunlap



Response to Gabrieleno/Tongva Tribal Council

mmwmmmmmyv

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTA'"ON
DANTRICEY, 410 50, SARMG 3T.
LOGAMORES, CA

ORI W HN

December 29, 1999

Gabriclino/Tongva Tribal Council
Attn: Mr. Anthony Morales

P.O. Box 693

San Gabriel, CA 91778

RE: Draft Initial Study/Eavironmenta] Assessment (IS/EA) for 1405 HOV Lase Project

ThuleumlsmmpomwymrDmmm 1999 Jetter regarding the sbove reforenced
project. Caltrans, District 7 wishes to thank you for: your response, and wishes o clarify some
aspects of the project as they relaws to your toncerns.

Regarding the comment you provided on the text in Seetion 3.11, page 25 of the Draft IS/EA,
Caltrans would like to clarify our statement from the Negative Archacologics] Survey Report
(NASR) compiered for the proposed project determination. The document does in fact state
that “no archaeological sites are known to exist within, ar adjacéat 10 the project area”.
However, mmmmﬁnmmwnm:mwwumwnm
mmc@mmfommmmc;xuummyafmmm
Angdw(mcngomlwnwrmmiu;ﬂwmhmwm&mﬂMnmmmc
area). A record search at the SCCIC for known siles wilhin the Area.of Potestial Effect
(APE). mmmmnmmmwnhmmm(umamxm)mm
proposed project. While the Ciltrans investigation of the SCCIC records.concirs with the
ﬁndmgsthatkmwnarchuﬂogxcdumainwnﬂnmwwmﬂeofmmm
indicated by the findings-of your represcatative, M. Sit Duilap), Caltrans maintsins that no
known archaeological sites are actually within the APE. Pledse let us know immediately if the
Gabnelmorrongva Tribal Council has informatios to the vontrary.

While Caltrans acknowledges “the existence of archasological sites andfor cultural deposits
that are within proximity of the area of potential effect (APE)", for legal confidentiality
reasons Caltrans cannot disclose the location of these known sites. For more information on
site specific locations, please contact the SCCIC for suthiorization to review their records,

Caltrans alse concurs with your observation that the existence of known buried cultural
depos:ts (sites) in an area may be indicative of previously undetected cuftural resources. This
is why a field survey was conducted during the study phase of the project that led to the
findings in the NASR. Caltrans takes the work of protecting cultural resources seriously and

Response to Gabrieleno/Tongva Tribal Council, page 2

hamdem%midemfyﬂwpremﬂbsmefwhﬁmmmﬂm

‘ of the eaviromments] document. However, itis acknowledged that fub-stufice
iy be present in the project area which dre not cvidest during the study phase of the
projece. This in why the stsieroent that “in the event that archacological of hisorical mierisls
‘% encotpeead during construction, all activitics:placiti such resources ot risk must couse
Wmembynqnﬂﬁdnﬂndommmmm* is inchuded in this
project.

Additiopally, it should be scknoweleged that most of the project sees hak been disturbed by
pmmm Zhlhlywmnmysxmﬁmmmm
hese: disturbed arve s highly uniikely. However, Calitigs sgvees thiit it toay be
‘ﬁmwmmm&mhmmthwm
“bren dishiched by previows comstniction. Mummmmmunmm
!%aﬁmmmw

In ondler o etsure Uit any potential, unknown, and undetected ciltarsl resources e o
dlsturbad during project construction, Cﬂmmmmmm
Coucil thiat it may be prudent to have qualified archacological snd KNative Arerican monitors
Qd&hﬁumdmﬁummh&km Be advised tht Colirang will
Ioickide thix stiputazion as 2 bid:Jtem in the final project. mm&uﬁ:mwor
the “eomitors™ will be under the control of the Contractor who suceasfilly bids
covitucting the project.

Also, be advised that the wording that cansed concern. regarding ihie presence of scnsitive

cultors] resources wili-be changed in the Final IS/EA for the project 1o better reflect the
WmWCMsmm,uMuwmmwmw

Mdmnmwwuammwm:mmwdwﬂw This
inciudes takilig active steps to ensure that sensitive cultural resources sre dealt with in accord

with our legal snd mors! obligation. If yon have any additional comments or questions,
plesise.do not hesitste to contact me at{213) 897-3818.

Ny lctann

Gary Iverson, Native American Coordinator
Caltrans District 7
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PEDRO GONZALEZ
THERESE DOUCETTE
11740 Courtleigh Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90066
December 19, 1999

State of California
Department of Transportation
120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

To Whom It May Concern:
As was mentioned in the Public Hearing on December 9, 1999 in Culver City, please

add the enclosed Information/Comments cards to the court reporter’s record. 1 would also
like these questions answered if at all possible, as they were not answered at the Hearing.

Thank you.

o e Dz

erese Doucette

TD:ms
Enclosures
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Response to Therese Doucette

Culver Boulevard will not be expanded to 6 lanes under
this proposal (Modified Alternative 3ab). It will have 4
lanes and left turn pockets. The noise impacts will be
minimal if at all, since there is no expansion, only
operational improvements.

Please see response to number 14 in Section 9.2.

Some parking will be decreased. Refer to Question 46 in
Chapter 5.2 for additional information. The City of
Culver City has jurisdiction regarding parking issues.

Because of logistics involved with construction, it is not
determined at this time (before, during, or after
construction of the mainline of the freeway), however,
soundwalls will be constructed before the end of the
project and not at a later date.

Soundwalls will be constructed next to the freeway over
Culver Boulevard, and adjacent to the off- and on-ramps.
Soundwalls are indicated on the Layout Sheets (L-7 in
Appendix D at this location) with rectangles ( 00 ).

Please see response to number 12 in Section 9.2.
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Verdis L. Ferraro
Rise 'n' Shise Childcare
5025 Berryman Ave.
Culver City, CA 9923¢C
(310).390.2294
December 19, 1999
Ronsld J, Kosinski, Chief
Office of Eavironmental Planning
Departmant of Transportation (Caltrans)
120 8. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear My: Kosinski,
Tam writing with regard to the 405 F y expansion peaject, betwetn the 10 Fwvy wnd
the 90 Fwy. I recently attended the Caltrans Public Hearing, on.December 9, 1999, and
mmwmwmmkw\wvw‘ 1 sgreo that the @

traffio problems in this.city are horrendous, and-will no-dowbe continue to get woitse,
though I'm ot totslly convincad "carpoot Janex® are the snswek.

Iam, mm.wywwmmmmwmwmmwm&n
have on-mylife and home, but especially my sbility to conduce my: in Youses I

Fua & home child care business. I have been in business for 13 yéars, 15 of which have

comrunsiy. ‘I daily care for 12 children, betwoen the ages of 18 months snd 4 yours old. i
Thhwwhmnyutdwmmdwmuwma!hwﬂohﬁ k)
de:sac, and next door to & park. In addition, 1 have remodelod our hodie several times to @
lmmmmmmmmm,mwmh%bnm

having concerns sbout how much land [ 'will be losing. You see, I alrcady have the
nmnmlotonmyﬁdcomwmmdifkgmmm,tmymhwayudn

sil. Having an adeguate yard is essential to my business, as you can understand, so my
concerns.are well founded. I also feel that the excessive riise of heavy machinery, jack
Mwmummmmmm,wmuwm

unhealthy to young children, and would therefore expect that 16 parents would want to

have their children exposed to such things for a. prolonged period of time. ‘This project

could very well put me out of business, cither temporasily or permaently. at this location,

Mycmummdnushmepﬁmmmofmwonfofdﬁsﬁrﬂy.mw
$50,000 net profit s year, My mortgege payments are quite high, and reafly depend on my
inconte for support.
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I want to know what options are available to me in this situation. Would you consider my
property as a "full-take", in lieu of the circumstances, or perhaps consider relocating me to
& new location? My business is in great demand in this city. According to a recent survey,
only 17% of the licensed child care needs are being met in Southern California. I also
realize that it takes a lot of energy to start all over again at a new location, and I'm not
sure I'm up to the task. What do you suggest?

I understand that all questions and ns will be idered on an individual basis, and
you must admit, my situation is quite serious. I'd truly appreciate any input or advice you
can offer.

Sincerely,
o, Zrots K Fpsiar o-

Mrs. Verdis L. Ferraro



Response to Verdis L. Ferraro

Carpool lanes can be an answer to the congestion
problems. Refer to the response for Question 12 in
Section 9.2. '

As a homeowner and home-based businessperson you will
be eligible for the residential and business benefits.
Please see the letter dated February 16, 2000 in response
to Saul’s Drapery Service (letter dated January 24, 2000),

and Appendix J for additional information. ’

Under the preferred alternative, Modified Alternative 3ab,
your property will not be impacted.
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’ -
Saul’s Drapery Serviee —
LOB ANGELES, CALF. 500
(310)300-7658 / FAX (210) 2968080
December 20, 1999

Aonald 1.Kosinski, Chief
Office of Environmental Planning
Department of Transportation (Caitrans)
120S. Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mr. Kosinsii,
lnmmmmummvlans,mnmwlmmm
adding a carpool lane is going to solve the traffic congestion. There @
areso few cars now that use the carpools on any freeway. We travel
ﬂieSamMonlcn,e&bound,onennMseemybesmmme

: lane,

What about the homeowners who's homes you're taking away
compietely? We see you had no feelings at ali for our emotionai and
physical state of mind. But then we feel that wasn’t taken into
consideration.

Onourblock,whlcnlsthemblockoﬂ'ullerAve.voumandm
seven (7) houses. Most of these people are elderiy senlors whom have
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Saul’s Drapery Service

paid off thelr mortgages, or close to it, and have some retirement put
away. Now, at this stage of the game, where do you expect us to move?

Some are very sick peopie. This is a tremendous hardship for all of us.

Who's gaing to page our higher mortgage payments T We witl not be

able to find property in this area for less than $400,00.00 and up. @
Thersfore, you wilt be forcing us to move e out of this arse into some

area we wiil not be happy in. What a great way to end our lves. | hope

you ali realize this Is not, nor-will It De the answer to your probiem.

The more lanes you maks, the more will come. Congestion will always
be there.

We aHl hope you ¢an ail sieep well at night knowing you took our homes
away.

" Pm a compilete tesr down in this project. I've made this our home for

thirty (30) years, and yes we're very angry, upset, depressed and hurt.
Thank you for letting me get this off my chest. it still doesn’t heip.
SAUL'S DRAPERY SERVICE

LENE ROISENTIL

9523 TULLER AVENUE + LOS ANGELES, GA 90034 - (310) 398-7858 / FAX (310) 396-6069



Letter dated 1/24/00 from Saul’s Drapery Service, page 1

Saul’s Drapery Service s TR AV
LOS ANGELES, CALF. 90034
(310) 308-7658 / FAX (310) 308-0080

Janvary 24,2000

Mr. Aziz Elatiar, Senior Enviroamental Planner

State of Californie

Dep of Transp

120 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Residence-3523 Tuller Avenve, Los Angeles, CA 90034

Dear Mr, Elattar,
hmmummwnmv“'.wm,mmmmyh
December, 1999.lmwﬁﬂl|byuwiﬁﬂmbo-pnﬁmhrdwm.0uhmhm
of the mydnnnu-mnrdmhilow&huwnddnwpodhmbbws

Froeway.
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Wo have lived in our home at 3523 Tuller Avense for

more than 30 years sud [ have rua my

business, Saul’s Drapery Service, from ny home
companies and other professioosls located in the

ostablished & very Large and loyal customer base of decorators, real catate

during that exntire time period. ] have

immediste vicinity. I kave built my business

mw‘hthonpuordmﬁm&-oloydmmﬁom

mmw&muaMﬂmw'mMMmﬁymfmﬂyﬁhbum
business as wall.
Dnhhhi.huplmmud‘-mbhbuthnlmMAm.myﬁfo
mxmmuuwmumm-urmnmmmm
accustom during the past 30 yoars. We feei our oaly choice would be to move out of the area,
whichwiu.inmauﬂydinpthquﬁtyudmdmlhwhﬁnmm&e
yean. | saticipate this will create & tremendous financial bardekip for my wife and me.
Aubmmﬂinmmuhndmwmmyhﬁmn

located within one-half bour of our home. Having to relocete and reestablish myself in 2 new
location after all these years will be more than a burdes that I want to think sbout.

Thmlm.inaddiﬁonmmmﬁmfwmymdmyhmcdwmlmtm
blish & basis for comp ion for the loss of my business establishment, built on these

premises over the past 30 years as well.

Saul’s Drapery Serviee

1mmmdwmdwmmn~uuqdu-mm
licenses, verifying tho fact [ am ting a legitimats business from my home.

1 will be happy %o discuss my situation with you or anoth P ive from your dep

st your convenisace.

Cordially,

Ssul Roiseatal
Saul’s Denpery Service

3523 TIRLER AVENUE + LOS ANGELES, CA 90034 - (310) 308-7658 / FAX (810) 390-6080
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mmwcnm-gmmw«mmuwmnm GRAY DAVIS, Governor
———————

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

SOUTHERN RIGHT OF WAY REGION

Diekict 07 AW Fioks Ofice

120 Souh Spring Stvet

Loe Argoles, CA

Phone; (213 897-1801

Fox: (219 71982
February 16, 2000

Saul Roisentul

Saul’s Drapery Service
3523 Tuller Avenue
Culver City, Calif. 90034

Re: 3523 Tuller Avenue, Culver City, Calif. 90034

Mr. Roisentul,
The State of California, Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has received your letter of January 24, 2000
conceming the drapery business that you operate out of your residence.

Cllmnsiswellawarethmveoplemnﬁmedinvmiousw:ya,asnmuhofﬁmmypmjem. We try our best to
minimize the impact that we may cause those individuals.

When Caltrans acquires a property, we a requi d by law to comp the owner with the maximum value for
thehi@uundbcstusefmdmpmpmy.[nnddiﬁon.Calmnswiﬂplydloftheclosingcomwhmyuurmpetry
is purchased. Caltrans will also assist you in the purchase of a pl property through a purch
diﬂ'em:tig].Wemynlsopnyeligibleclosingcommdinuuudmmpgeeumonﬂnrephcanentpmpmy.

Since you operate a business out of your residence, it appears as though you may also qualify for business
relocation in addition the residential relocation.

You have made us aware that you have a solid business that is well established in the community and it would be
difficult for you to relocate in the same arca. As a result, you may suffer a hardship when your property is
acquired for the freeway project. In your letter you specifically mentioned that you wanted “compensation for
loss of business”,

As a business displacee you may be entitled to receive relocation benefits for the followin:g:

A. Actual reasonable moving and related expenses

SOUTHERN RIGHT OF WAY REGION Digsrict 08 R/W Field Office District 12 R/W Fleld Office
21073 PATHFINOER, SUITE 100 464 W. Fourth S 2501 Pullman Strems, Didg. *C*
DIAMOND BAR, CA 91167 San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400 Saxis Ana, CA 92705
PHONE: (209) 488-1500 Phone:(509) 383-6239 : Phone:(714) 724-2308

TOO: 735-2929 Fax:(909) 383-6877 . Fax:(714) 724-%699

: (000)
FAX:  (90%) 488-1501
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B. Reestablishment expenses (limit $10,000)

C. In lieu payment of not less than $1000 nor more than $20,000 (this is 2 payment in lieu of moving and
related expenses, actual reasonable reestablishment expenses, and foss of patronage.)

The issues that you raised appear to fall under the category of “loss of goodwill”. Code of civil procedure, title 7,
eminent domain law, chapter 9, article 6, sections 1263.510,520, and .530 provide the basis for compensating the
owner of a business for the loss of goodwill. R

Goodwill consists of the benefits that accrue to a business as a result of its location, reputation for dependability,
skill, or quality, and any other ci resulting in probable retention of old or acquisition of new
patronage.

Thelawpmvidcsﬂmnlmsinusuwnambecompcnsmdforthelossofgoodwilliftheownerpmvcsthntlu
lossisumedbytlnsme‘stakingofﬂ:cpmpmymdﬂmth:lusscamtmsomblybepreventedbyurelomion
of the business or by taking steps and adapting procedures that a reasonably pradent person would take and adopt
to preserve the goodwill. The business owner has the burden of proof for loss of goodwill.

There may be certain conditions at the relocated property, which cause a reduction of net income and, thus,
A reduction from the level of goodwill value that the business had at the old location (loss of goodwill).

Certain compensabie goodwill losses and business relocation assistance program items may fall into overlapping
areas of the various laws. An owner is entitled to only one payment for 2 loss. There shall be no duplication of

payments for loss of goodwill, which are provided to you p to the progr

The Caltrans Appraiser will provide you with written notification of your right to claim a loss of business
goodwill,

Ifyouelectnotio )! your business 1o a repl property you may still qualify for an in-lieu payment
but not a payment for loss of goodwill.
I have enclosed capies of Caltrans residential & busi location booklets for your review. If you have any

questions regarding the relocation assistance program you may contact me @ (213) 897-3711.

Sincerely,

Victor H. Lee



Letter dated 12/24/99 from Ronald Adams

[2-2f- 9F
To- mf ﬂzzéfuw
IM-J—O It ﬁ(w,ﬂ.g.«,

Response to Ronald Adams

Thank you for your input.
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Victoria Buschor
3924 Tuller Ave.
Culver City, Ca. 90230
(310) 398-5687

December 27, 1999

Ronald J. Kosinski, Chief

Office of Environmental Planning
Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
120 S. Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: 405 HOV Lanes from State Route 90 to Interstate 10

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

We were impressed with the amount of information that was made public during the open
forum and public hearing held December 9®. Yet some questions still remain to be
answered.

Of greatest concern for us is the construction of a sound wail for which we have waited

almost twenty years. As you know, the 405 freeway is one of the busiest freeways in the
nation and we have been waiting for the sound wall for some time. It was originally

discussed in the early eighties. We are very dismayed to find that the sound wall will ®

stop right in front of our house. I strongly urge you extend the sound wall completely
around the curve formed by the Venice Blvd. offramp from the 405 northbound, The
property in question is the property located at 3924 Tuller Ave ( page 6). We already
must listen to ten lanes of traffic and are concerned what the increased traffic will cause

in the way of noise.

Again, please make plans to extend the sound wall all the way to and including the
northbound offramp to mitigate the noise.

Sincerely,
Doty Bonorty

Victoria Buschor

Response to Victoria Buschor

Current plans show a soundwall is recommended for this
location. Please refer to Layout Sheet 9 (L-9) in
Appendix B (Alternative 3a) and Appendix D (Modified
Alternative 3ab).
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Response to Jerry Dealey

Mr J ; Deal :

4221 Tuller dvenmye Thank you for your input.

Culver City Ci 90230-4711
310-397-6887

Decemver 27, 1999

J. Kosinski, Chief

» Znvironmental Planning

« of Iransportation (Caltrars)
-Z. South Spring Street

125 .ngeles Ca 90012

nald
1c=

Jesr dr., Kosinski,

I attended the Caltrans Public Henrmg in Culver Citz on Dec. 9,
1359, regarding new HOV lanes for the San iego Freeway (405).

One cannot minimize the tragedy of losing one's home completely,
if the freeway is widened, However, hundreds of others (ayself in-
Sluded) will see thelr quality of life, and the value of their pro-
rerty, diminish because of this project.

My parents bought the home at this address in 1954, Over the
Fears, I helped them to pay for it. I have lived here since 1966.
- hope to live here, pescefully, for the rest of my life.

“hen we bought this home, no one advised us that the freeway
¥ould be built 1n 3 or 4 years. The 405 northbound Culver Boulevard
;=-ramp runs along the back of my property, about 20 feet from ©y
zack fence. Over the years, oily dirt on our window sills, vibrations
from trucks, smd noise from CHP bull-horns, trucks and zotoroycles
nave increased. Because we liked our home, we tolerated it all.

I disapprove of your Propsed Project Alternatives 3a and 3b.
Z do not want a retaining wall in my back yard, the on-ramp claser to
=y Property, or increased traffic on Culver Blvd. between Sepulveda
zné Sawtelle Boulevards,

Your No-Build Alternative 1 18 very n ative, as written. Offer
Sinancial incentives to HOV's {carpools). away with HOV lanes. I
telieve that it has been done in other parts of the U.S. result in
£ successful decrease of traffic congestion. Build more "Park a
Zide” facilitles. Increase bus & streetcar service on surface streets,

The State of ‘Washington has a system which helps pecple find work
sZ2ser to their homes. They say it's 8 success. Consult with them about
siznilar system for our area, Commuting is the protlem.

Thank you for allowing me to express my opinion and concerns for
Fsur Final Environmental Report.

Ilrcerely,

Gy ey




Letter dated 12/28/99 from Richard O'Toole
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Response to Richard O'Toole

Thank you for your input.
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Response to Madeleine Sage

1. The preferred / recommended alternative (Modified
Alternative 3ab) is selected in the Final Environmental
Document. See Section 2.4.

2. Alternative A is the “No Build Alternative”, however, this
will not solve the traffic problem for this area.
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA. IRVINE

SERKCLEY « DAVIY o HRVINE » LOS ANGELES = RINERMDH = SAS DIEGI v v FRANCINCD

—_—
SANTA BARBARA + SANTA CRLZ
—_—

Department of English 435 Hi P N Building
d Comparative Literature . Irvine. CA 92697-2650
——" ' (49 8246712

FAX (949) 824-2916

December 29, 1999

Ronald J. Kosinski, Chief,

Office of Environmenta! Planning
Department of Transportation

120 Spring Street

Los Angeles CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski:

1 am writing in regard 10 the proposed addition of a pool lane on the 405 Freeway
ﬁomﬂz.%FreewaytodxelOFwemy. As a member of a carpool of U.C. Irvine faculty
membets.lmonglysupponmeconsuuctinnofnewHOthmdfeeltﬁnthis
particular suetch of fr y would parti Ay benefit from this change. In a typical
comnmrewithmyﬁdlawcarpoolm.hlfofmmmme;im:iupembuwmdn10
and the 90, although it accounts for a much smaller fracti of the di b our
dcpam:xepoimiansllnsAngeles.whichisnearmhom,mdwrjohsin!rvine.

Since joining a carpool, I personally have driven 6,000 fewer miles in the last year, and
hereby d about 200 gallons less of fossil fuel. Although this sounds relatively
modest as a contribution to clean air, our typical carpool of four individuals is cutting our
contribution (o traffic by 75%. I am certain that we would all carpool more often, if this
extension were built, given xhadumnucomnmmumthlwechoouwtocarpoolis
the desire for an earlier departure that allows for the uncertainty of traffic on this stretch,

In our capacity as educators and administrators we have extolled the benefits of

arpooling to our colleag and many of them are joining our ranks in the carpool lancs.
personally believe that carpooling is the most viable sojution to the traffic probiems of
Lus Angeles, given that many — like us - cannot telecommute, and that public
transportation has proven ineffective in Southern Califomnia's utban sprawl, which is so
different from the New Jersey model.

Please fee! free to contact me at 949-824-8130, if you have questions about our
carpooling experience. | sincerely hope 1hat Lhe carpool lanes on the 405 will be
extended to the 10 freeway.

Sincerely,
/ /, , AL 4 =
Elizabeth Losh. Ph.D.

Writing Director
Humanities Core Cougse

Response to Elizabeth Losh Ph.D.

Thank you for your input.
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mwhhmnummmvmmmwyu
Asscssment and Programmetic Section 4(F) Evalustion. 1bave read this report and
attended the Open Forum Public Hearing that was bedd oa December 9, 1999, It is not 00
Wmnh%“ﬁammdmw
mummuumuuﬁmm. The repoet was writen by
Cdmnﬂ.hmdlmm@.ﬂ.) It is obviously mot an unbinsed report of the
mmmnmhmumwmmmd&m\G

First off I question if this project is even worthwhile. Using the informstion oa p. 10, sad
’mummwuwmummmmmmhn
time tha will sctually be saved from this project. This data shows that with the 3a or 3b project,
hhy«M;ﬁmmuﬁ.hHOVh-wiﬂmﬂythMwh—m
Northbound in the AM, and 1 min. 41 sec. if traveling southbound in the AM. 1f the HOV lane is @
mmmmmim.mmammmmmmmhmAu
mm1m4wumﬁum. The benefit in the evening is slightly better,
however if a single driver is driving Northbound in the PM they will gain 2 mia. 14 seconds and
Southbound they will gain | min and 4 seconds. If they qualify, and use the HOV lanes, they will
msmmammmmm4mmam~um
W(&hhﬂuhmp.lo.mvmnwwhwmvdﬂ,tlnﬂh.
into time actually traveled.)

Tllepnrposemdneedﬁﬂhhpnjeumaddremdonp.t. It was predicted that the level of
service (LOS) would deteriorate by the year 2015. The LOS is expected 1o deteriorate from g LOS @
F-OtoLOSF-l,d:‘umumuuindehysmmwmhmlbr.wl-zm.(p.ﬂ The
chnwummmmhdiumnmhmem&hy. In other words, time and
dismmpmofﬂaemmmhvﬂudhdday. It makes a big difference 10
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hvul-lkdehynnveu.lﬂ-.vmnvelhumudhmﬂhwnih. To travel
M4.l*dhmm:”ﬂmmlwoﬂm‘udl!eendnnvd.
The stacement: “With the current freeway capacity consisting of five mixed flow lanes iz each
direction, the LOS in five years is expocted 10 descriorate to 8 LOS of F-1, 2 level in which one-
hﬁ-md&pﬂlukm'mdyhmnulhhwy,
for the distance of the proposed project, consisting of 4.1 miles. This would mesn that 3
motorist’s average speed duriag peak hours wonld be 14.6 mph. The data in this scady is difficuic
»mmmu“mmm:ﬁm‘.ﬁuhm-ﬂqﬂ_
m:hnu;s.‘umm&,m»mstn*h-hﬁmik
clear i the teat of the stady.
lmuﬁmhmauﬂunuwmuumuu
project ares? X will mest the Cal-Trams goal of 2 “somewhat” comtisnous HOV lase 0n the
Tatersease 40S. nhummunﬂmmuummwu
public? nmwmumum-rmmumm.m
Planners, Public Relations, and contractors. Bz doss it solve, or even significantly improve the
congestion of the freeway during peak travel times? | think that the incremental time that is ssved
0¢ the margionl increase in MPH or comaning speed, docs not warrast thet kind of Snancial
investment. t provides a negligible improvement a¢ best. This project provides a poor return for
the dollar cost, and the cost 10 the communicy and seighborhoods that will bear the

. mumuwum«mmum.mu
'mm-mmwmuuwum-&dumm9mm
t0 12 PM (Noon)" p. 19.!-de&-0ththan=0€
geoerating. muummmuummmwumnhmam
noise generating time. This study does not staee the day of the week that this study was takes as
mm:mmmmm. It wan desarmined that the noise “valwes
reaged from S84BA 0 77dBA. mmm:munmnmw
anywhere from 0 - 3 decibels.” p. 19. Why dida't Caltrans do sonad studies for a 24 hr. period
mmmmmmauﬂuhm-mwuwm
noise lovels? nmummmuaummmumm

Tummmnmwwmuwunmumm
mmamﬁnmummwmum,m
some areas and neighborhoods will be experiencing iacreased sound in their eavirooment.
Cmﬂyhnmﬂmh@uhnmﬂwﬂhﬂ‘hmtws.mcww
mmm.mmm.wmwymmmhunm.
(McDonald Overpass) The question of vibration was addressed at the public forum. We were wid
mmkmny»mumhmmmummum.
Aw-mmmuumﬂammmmm
mmmmmmmmuwhmumm
whea they initially purchased their property.

The demographic information wilized ia the study was from the 1990 Unised States Census
Buresu.(p.23-25) mm&m,mm»wmmm
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demographics. Cmmwm“hmhmkm.hlm-dk

uaivdynﬂhdbymlmndmhﬁn;mwchm.mmafw. If this

Mam»mmmummummm»m. Ay

mmammmmmm»mwmum. If

m&hwmmwmhvmuuﬂmdhamw,&mw

wyumuupmmmhmmm. Anin.min.

garbage out. :
mwmmumhmm,ummm

affect remaining property vajues. mmm»mmwbkm»ww l

whmmmdﬁwﬂymﬁunﬁm
M&WAmhumnmbmwmm.
P-40. Caltrans efforts so solici public concerns were minimal o best. Public scoping
dmﬁmmdmﬁndh&wmmmhuhulym&y,mu.lm.
Although I read the LA times daily, on this date I did not see the advertisenent. The oaly way {
Mmm&hpojeawmﬁeuimm"wba. The oaly time I @
mhm,mwwﬂ.mmmmmulmwu
mail on December 4, 1999, hhﬁmudmeofﬂzolnﬁnm-ﬂhblklhﬂudnw
scheduled in S days. The informatioa made 1o reference 10 the fact that the IS/EA
Evahnio-mwu'hblehmiewpriwlobueﬁu.nbdm |t would have taken 3
haofwhnmmvuhhndmmhm”dn&m&muhmedh
mmunuuwmmmom&mm
mmwwmumnmmmammummm
Mm«mum.uhmmhmmmmmm
faich. I also find it interesting that the responses for this project are due by Sumsary 31, 1999, A @
M&yhmdhhﬂﬂuﬁmhmm,q&hﬂyuhmwu
wumyﬂmofmymhwn@mmﬁmdwmhadarw
hﬂkmdy.hkhuuudwhhm&pﬂbﬂﬁmdmofmcdh
Jewisk Taith

My hbynojeamm.muww.mmmuhwuhm
due- plans, Tbumhyanhghhhphummh!omdmum-d
eouhoﬂymhnfmmduﬁnymmmbkofmmmwum I
MMMWMmlmMyhmdmm&mnﬂw&gu

this project. Maay of the Caltrans staff were uninformed of the information contained in the @
IS/EA report, mmmmmmm.mmmmmmm
working information from this report. She was the only ooe, besides yourseif, who whea asked if
uuummmwwmuyumu. Other Caltrans staff had 2 bound copy of
lhmmd«&ckmhndhmhwwﬂumdmem. When asked if
they had read the report they said that they had scanned i, Many were micprised at the data given
hmerqonhxwmlheirpuidm.
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mumuhmnmmwmmnuww

Wﬂn-huhwnﬁlmdlncﬁmofhwkhmoﬂmmm.
However, the 4.1 miles of the 405 is also rather insi ificant, in relation %0 all the freeways in the
Los Angeles area. uuyonhcmmmmlicmmwﬁmly.m
mﬁmhﬁmwnﬂnmmmaum&m
traveling beyond the proposed peoject sie. The sienographers were unable to accommodase the
m&muunm.mmumkm.ummmm. Copies i
dhmmm.ﬂlﬁkummﬁuiﬂmwﬁnmmuﬁhm
while meeting the December 31, 1999 due dae.

hahoqumhmﬂkbmhtﬁswuhbdqmuadumby
mmmwmmwmm. Is theee a time limit for the
end of the calender year for this project? Why wasa't the public meeting beld at & better time of @
m.mmauwmuuwmmmumummm
m.mm,muaummmma Why wasa't the public informed
MWCMhamuym.umMmeum&mdy
could be reviswed prior 0 the public meeting? Why would Caitrans not give the public
Mwuwhmﬂbmmbhpﬂbw 1 was only
nu-hmmmmuummmummuum
Mbnﬂyl&mp’mbhwg.

hmlmumhhpﬁkmuuw“iduﬁmm
hh“MlMﬁdanWdNﬂWhﬂﬁ. I {
o embarrassed that Caltrans

request an independent stdy of this projects enviroomental tmpact.
lmldlihbnqund-mymhswnymmofmﬁmdmhepp

wn&nmhmdﬁhm-lhmwmywwdmuhmie:pnblmns.
mmmmuw lwﬂmbmumﬁhwmm

mmmmmuuw,umm-mﬂumw'uu&.mw
employees present. hhmnummhmmmmum

mwud-mm.uummmwﬁmm

wamwm.mmmmkvnduuuumw.
lmhmbﬁwhdnckuﬂkmm&ep:ﬁnhm. Tam

mh.mwummhmw.mmmw‘

Tt i

Stephanie Hanchett
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. Please see response to number 5 in Section 9.2.

. Although not required by CEQA and NEPA, a Public
Hearing , when held, is during the public circulation of the
draft Environmental Document (Initial Study /
Environmental Assessment). The document was then
modified to include public comments and became the final
Environmental Document (Negative Declaration / Finding
of No Significant Impact). '

- An overall traffic model has shown that the project is
needed to improve mobility in this section of the freeway.

. The Level of Service (LOS) is calculated for the stretch of
freeway being investigated for the project.

. Greater noise is produced during off-peak hours, when
traffic is moving faster than during rush hour, when traffic
is not moving.

. Please see response to number 21 in Section 9.2.

. Please see response to number 5 in Section 9.2.

. Caltrans has a clear policy on relocation assistance. Refer
to Appendix J.

- An advertisement was placed in local newspapers on
November 9 and December 2, 1999 to indicate the

availability of the draft Environmental Document, location

10.

11.

12,

13

14.

Response to Stephanie Hanchett, page 2

for public review at public libraries and public hearing
information. See Section 9 for more information.

Various cultural and religious events take place during the
same period, therefore, it was not the intent to single out

any group.

Key Caltrans employees present at the meeting were
employees who had worked extensively on the project.
When a staff member is unavailable, a colleague will be
present at the meeting. Such is the case when you
reference that people you had spoken with were unfamiliar
with the project. When the text of the technical studies
were incorporated into the Final Environmental Document,
the staff member working on the project was consulted.

At the public hearing, it was mentioned that the project had
an impact on certain sections of the neighborhood,
however, the impacts were not significant.

. Two stenographers were available as long as people wanted

to talk with them. And they were only dismissed when it
appeared that people were leaving the meeting. One
stenographer was present until the last person left the
meeting.

The draft Environmental Document (IS / EA) was
circulated to federal, state and local agencies for review and
comment. Any and all concerns raised were addressed
prior to the FHWA approval of the final Environmental
Document. '
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! CalTrans Must

Do Better
| am a resident of Sunkist Park and
have recerily been introduced to the Cal-

" Homeowners should demand that

CalTrans come up with a betrer plan than
to turn Culver Boulevard into one big
freeway on-ramp. We shouid be asking
QﬂmsfwdqamlkeMyl(Bm

Freeway, which is curently sinking, the

path
through Sunkist Park 30 years ago, caus-
ing poliution, noise and scars on Cuiver
City that have never healed. An Agency
whcldmhslhltmer'bstphn for this
expansion will probably be obsolete by
the time Rt is completed,

ing the big picture. For instance,

Mheacpandadlr!ernyisgohgmbe
absolete by the time it is built, what kind
of transportation systermn will not be and
why aren’t they building that one?

| would urge everyone, however affect-
ed, to call and write your council mem-
ber; calf and write your state assemoly
membaer; call and write your state senator,
calt and witte Gov. D.vls,mdcaland

The same CalTrans who promised
sound walls 30 years ago when they Cuber Y
built the freeway and ly (15
20 years later) got around to buudlng We Welcome Your Lettenst
ONE sound wall. Since space is fimited we ask that you
‘Who are thesa CalTrans people and keep your comments to 300 words so
who do they think they work for? { think that as many as possible can be heard.
they work for us. And | think it is time ‘We reserve the right to condense letters.
they start acting that way. Your letter must inchude your name
CalTrans got away with building the and 3 vaiid malling address; we will not
expanded 405/5 print anonymmaks letten or those that
Orange Cournty mainly because the land use only pseudonymy or initiats. (We wil
was rural and the expansion did not cut publish only your name and city with
through a dense populations such as the your tetter)
current planned expansion Cuk We're looking forward to hearing
ver City. Yet this agency goes skipping what you think.
about targeting pecples’ hames, imply- Thank You,
ingd'\eycnndoutgcbome—mb:)' The Ecitors
have the money to build, so reason "
darmned, let's buid. Coastat Community Newspapers
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page 3 Response to Manuel & Frances Chavez
STATR OF TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Gevemor
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
byl
— @
February 8, 2000

Mr. and Mrs. Chavez
11570 Culver Patk Drive
Culver City, CA 90230

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Chavez:

This is in response to your letter dated January 19, 2000, regarding the concemn you have about
the Route 405 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lane project.

Caltrans und: ds your about the p ial impact this project might have on your
ighborhood. This p prmectubasedonthemﬁadmforthnmCunemdm

mdleatunzo—yelrgmwﬂ:nnoofl 17 to 1.26 of Route 405, between Route 90 and Route 10

Peak hour vol will i to 12,000 t d) and 11,700 (northbound) vehicl

bour. Failure to make provisions forl:lusmaeuemmﬁc will result in lane volumedmnds
as high as 2420 vehmlesperhneperhnurundadmonung Level Of Service by year 2015.
Congestion delay time could also approach one hour by year 2015. Incorporation of HOV into

this segment of Route 405 will serve to allevi ing

In reference to soundwalls, in October 1998, dwalls were identified as a requi for
noise mitigation for this project. We p to dwalls slong the thb d and
southbound side of the San Diego Ftsew-y (Route 405), between Route 90 to Routel0, as part
of the HOV Lane Project.

Should you have any further i garding the HOV widening of State Route 405, please
Mr. Gabe Hamidi, Project Manager at (213) 897-5354. R

‘We appreciate your concems and thank you for your letter.

Sincerely,

D%RAH ROBER téON. Chief ;

Division of External Affairs

Honorable Julian Dixon
Honorable Kevin Murray
Honorable Herb Wesson




Letter dated 01/17/00 from Cliff Hall Response to Cliff Hall |

1. Please see response to Question 12 in Section 9.2.
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Jimenez , Page 1

Christine Hwang James Jimenez

6665 Cristina Marie Drive 4260 Sawtelle Blvd.
Orlendo, FL 32825 Los Angeles, CA 90066
Tel:(407)293-4162 (310)390-9934

Fax:(407)293-7106

February 17, 2000

Mr. Robert W. Sassaman Mr. Chao Chen

District Assessments Director Department of Transportation
Department of Transportation State of California

State of Calfornia Fax:(213)897-0148

120 S. Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012 Mr. James S. Davis

Fax:(213)897-0360 Public Works Director and City Engineer

9770 Culver Bivd., 2™ Floor
Culver City, CA 90232-0507
Fax:(310)253-5626

Re: 4254 and 4260 Sawtelle Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90066 vs. Route 405 HOV project
Dear Gentlements,

In reference to construct HOV lanes on 1-405 both directions between I-10 and State Route 90,
we would like to present our questions:

- According to CALTRANS, the additions of the HOV and required improvements are to increase
the upmty of 1405, improve traffic flow, relieve the congestion, reduce encrgy consumption,

n, and number of accid What is this? Wehavelwedmclﬂvuﬁwalmostmym
The worsen traffic noises, pollutions, oongesuon are always in our backysrds. Why is there neither
improvement nor change ever p d to imp our daily life, environment, our citizens welfare.
Why now? We have to be the one to sacrifice, to accommodate for the big delevelopment in Playa
Del Rey. Why the Culver community gets to be pushed to make room for their growth and
conveniences? With 50,000 to 60,000 residents (when the project completed in 2013), why the
traffic was not considered or incorporated then at the design phase for this size of development? As
Culver residents, we should have the right to determine, not just CALTRANS!

2. If the on/off ramps on Braddock are substandard, why they can not be upgraded or rebuilt to bring
to standards, instead of closing them and relocating to Sawtelle and Culver Blvd?

3. With justthe off ramp exxumundthccomer,wehaveexpmencedenoughdnfﬁwlhesmddmger
getting in and out of the p op ies, esp ly the g and our propert both share one
ingress and egress. A g 1o your prop dtunmvaBB the off-ramp exit curve and
lwehnuon/decelmhonhncm&wﬂemnnghtmmoutinmmdegmu regardless of
moving ion, it is impossibl forustogetmandmxtufely

Culver1217.00

Letter dated 02/17/00 from Christine Hwang & James
Jimenez , Page 2

4, With the afterative 3B, what kind of sound walls and retaining walls will be d? Height
snd Thickness? How closc they are Som Sawaelle? mdmbtbum:mulofduan
pollutions? Who is in chacgs for the mai and

5. We would like 10 obtain copios of Eavironmental Asscocnwent report, maffic studies repost for the
rogions surrounding Culver and Play Del Ry, not just limited to Culver, for further detailod
information.

Theek you in sdvanco for your sitention aud sasistance!

wy.ol/,)QCL )
M‘“ﬂ 211 3%

Christine Hwang and James

Calvorl217.00
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STATE OF CALFORNIA—BUSINESS AND TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Govemor
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION @
DIETRICT 7, 120 SO. $PAING ST.

LO8 ANGELES, CA 90012

March 7, 2000

07-LA-405-Kp 41.2/47.2
San Diego Freeway HOV
07223-117890

Mr. James jimenez
4260 Sawtelle Bivd.
Los Angeles, CA 90066

Re:  ROUTE 405 HOV WIDENING IN CULVER CITY

Dear Mr. Jimenez:

t have been asked to respond to your letter concerning the proposed Route 405 HOV (High
Occupancy Vehicle) project between Route 30 freeway and Route 10 freeway. The following
comments pertain to your primary concerns:

1. Caitrans understands your concern about the potential impact this project might have on
your neighbarhood. This proposed project is based on the traffic data for this area. Current
data indicates a 20-year growth ratio of 1.17 to 1.26 of Route 405, between Route 90 and
Route 10. Peak hour volumes wiil increase to 12,000 (southbound) and 11,700
(northbound) vehicies per hour. Failure to make provislons for this increase in traffic will
result in lane volume demands as high as 2420 vehicles per lane per hour and a
deteriorating Levet Of Service by year 2015, Congestion delay time could also approach one
hour by year 2015. Incorporation of HOV into this segment of Route 405 will serve to
alleviate congestion.

2. - During a public meeting on December 9, 1999 and again on February 17, 2000 in Culver
City, we presented the preliminary design of this project with several alternatives. In one
alternative (38), we proposed consolidating the interchanges within the vicinity of Cutver
Boulevard including the construction of a new northbound off-ramp to Culver Boulevard, a

new h p from S {le/Culver Boul , and p closure of the
northbound on-/off-ramp of § and the t p from
Braddock Orive. The benefits of this alternative are: improve local traffic circufation,
improve freeway weaving (merging) distance b Culver Boul d and 90 fi Y

connectors, and accommodating future traffic from Playa Vista development which are in
line with the City of Culver City’s urban planning master plan.

3. We are eval all the ak with ideration given to input from the general
public, local residents, Federal Highway Administration, local agencies (MTA, City of Los
Angeles, City of Culver City) and our internal functional units. We expect to conclude the
Project Report and Environmental Document process with recommended alternative by July
2000.

4. fn October 1998, based on preliminary noise analy dwalls were identified as a
requirement to mitigate project noise. We propose to construct soundwalls along the
northbound and southbound side of the San Diego Freeway (Route 405) between Route 90

Response to Christine Hwang & James Jimenez , Page 2

to Route10, as part of the HOV Lane Project. These soundwalls are all recommended for a
height of 3.66-4.88 meters (12-16 feet) and a thickness of 205 millimeters (8 inches). in
reference to soundwalls maintenance, the Caltrans Division of Maintenance is fufly
responsible for maintaining the soundwalls and also for making repairs of any defective
work or materials found at any time. .

S. The environmental document and other relevant studies are available for review at the
Caltrans District 7 office (120 South Spring Street, Los Angeles) on business days between
8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. The document may also be reviewed at the Culver City Library
(4975 Overland Avenue, Culver City) and at the Mar Vista Library (12006 Venice Boulevard,
Los Angeles). A copy of this report can be purchased for $36, to purchase the report send
check, payabie to Caltrans, to:

Stephanie Sapper

Office of Environmental Planning
Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
120 S Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

We appreciate your opinion and concerns regarding this project. We value every opinion we receive
and strive to put it into the best use. Your input will be given serious consideration as we develop
the optimal design for our region and all interested parties. Please feel free to contact Mr. Gabe
Hamidi, Project Manager at (213) 897-5354, if you have any questions or need additional
information.

Sincerely,

Y

ja Mitwasi
Interim Division Chief, Program/Project Management, District 7

Cc: File/Bob Sassaman/Kelly Lamare
Chao Chen/ Mr. James Davis/ Ms. Christine Hwang



Letter dated 03/03/00 from Carla Lowe

coLbweLr 7231 W. MANCHESTER AVE
BANKGRQO LOS ANGELES, CA 90045
BUS. (310} 670-2000
FAX (310) 216-1570

JON DOUGLAS
COMPANY

March 3, 2000

Raja Mitwasi

Chief of Planning

Cal Trans

120 S. Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Mitwasi,

My Name is Carla Lowe and I am a Realtor with Coldwell Banker-Jon Douglas
company. Ihave a client that is interested in purchasing a house at 11338 Youngworth
Street, Culver City, California. We have been informed of the proposed freeway
expansion and are writing to request any written infc ion you have ding that

project. It would be helpful if we could have it sent to us at your earlicst convenicnce as
real estate purchases are of & timely manner. My mailing address is:

Carla Lowe

Coldwell Banker-Jon Douglas Company
7231 W Manchester Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90045

My phone number is (310) 642-7215 if you should need to contact me.

e _I
Thank you for your help in this matter, % "
Best Regards,
m %pg, -
Carla Lowe «,
Coldwell Banker-Jon Douglas ?

Response to Carla Lowe

STATE OF CALIFORNA—BUSINESS AND TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Govemor
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OISTRCT 7. 120 80, STNG 5T. @

March 10, 2000

07-LA-405-Kp 41.2/47.2
San Diego Freeway HOV
07223-117890

Ms. Caria Lowe

Coldweli Banker-jon Douglas
7231 W. Manchester Ave

Los Angeles, CA 30045

Re:  ROUTE 405 HOV WIDENING iN CULVER CITY

Dear Ms. Lowe:

The environmental document and other relevant studies for the above captioned project are
avallable for review at the Caltrans District 7 office (120 South Spring Street, Los Angeles) on
business days between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. The document may also be reviewed at the Culver
City Uibrary (4975 Overland Avenue, Culver City) and at the Mar Vista Library (12006 Venice
Boulevard, Los Angeles). A copy of this report can be purchased for $36, to purchase the report
send check, payable to Caltrans, to:

Stephanie Sapper

Office of Environmental Planning
Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
120 S Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90012

If you have any questions regarding the issues for the HOV widening of State Route 405, Please feel
free to contact Mr. Gabe Hamidi, Project Manager at (213) 897-5354.

Sincerely,

%ﬂm
interim Division Chief, Program/Project Management, District 7

Cc: File/ Kelly Lamare



Letter dated 04/17/00 from Gerald Sallus

- CULVER CITY.
DEMOCRATIC CLUB

SINCE 1952
.0, Box 4204 + Cuivar City, CA BORI1-4254

&

. April 17, 2000

weuswau  JEFR MORALES
wwomopea  DIRECTOR CAL TRANS

_ P O BX 942874

1 v SACRAMENTO CA 94274

o Ohielde

. SUBJECT: Closing of 1-495 Freeway Ragps

ol Koanft -

ety & m&m@ywmmaﬁbymmmmmnfhsmrs
wmmMmmeoﬁeawmmnlbyCALmsmcbx

Yyt . exsting on and off rmps of 1-405 Freeway which directly affoct Culver City residents

LR— (ie., Braddock and Szwielle ramps).

Srepdan Puvesld Wehv:bomadvinimuzdodngo{th“eennmmdethxpsm\mder

Syroe At active id erati Wewmwuuymugoodoﬁ:ummmlhzcbshgof

) these ranps «nd the resulting detrimental effect it will have on our community,

Sincerely,

Sermard Nartick . N
MY Lamar .
Som €. Qedutain
e Lo GERALD M. SALL » Corresponding Seceetary
MOs Lacwvar
Howard Weilniy
Devre trooemicr cc:  Yvomne Butke
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Govemor
N———————

Department of Transportation
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR
1120 N STREET
P. 0. BOX 942873
, CA 942730001

Mr. Gerald M. Sallus
Corresponding Secretary
Culver City Democnatic Club
P.O. Box 4254

Culver City, CA 90231-4254

Dear Mr. Sallus:

This is in response to your letter dated April 17, 2000, regarding the proposed Route 405
HOV (High Occupancy Vehicle) project between Route 90 Freeway and Route 10
Freeway.

Caltrans held a public meeting on December 9, 1999 and again on February 17, 2000 in
Culver City, to allow interested people to voice their Caltrans p d the
preliminary désign of this project with several alternatives. In one alternative (3B), we
proposed consolidating the interchanges within the vicinity of Culver Boulevard,
including the construction of a new northbound off-ramp to Culver Boulevard, a new
southbound on-ramp from Sawtelle/Culver Boulevard, and permanent closure of the
northbound on-foff-ramp of S: Boulevard and the hbound on-ramp from
Braddock Drive.

The benefits of this alternative are: improve local traffic circulation, improve freeway
weaving (merging) distance between Culver Boulevard and the 90 Frecway connectors,
and accommodating future traffic from Playa Vista development which are in line with
the City of Culver City’s urban planning master plan.

Currently, we arc evaluating all the alternatives with consideration given to input from
the general public, local residents, Federal Highway Administration, local agencies, Los
A

1geles Metropolitan Transp ion Authority (MTA), City of Los Angeles, City of
Culver City, and our internal functional units. We expect to conclude the Project Report
and Envi ! Dy p with reccommended alternative by July 2000.




Response to Gerald Sallus, page 2

Mr. Gerald M. Sallus
May 17, 2000
Page 2

We appreciate your opinion and concerns regarding this project. We value every opinion
we reccive and strive to put it into the best use. Your input will be given serious
consideration as we develop the optimal design for our region and all interested .
Please feel free to contact Mr. Robert W. Sassaman, District 7 Director at (213) 897-
0362, if you have any q i or need additi inf¢ i

‘Thank you for the ity to provide this i

Sincerely,

TONY HARRIS
Acting Director

' ¢: Honorable Yvonne Burke
Honorable Kevin Murray
Honorable Herb Wesson
Culver City Council




Letter from Thabet & Ellen Girgis

To: California Department of Transportation District 7
From: Thabet and Ellen Girgis
11250 Tabor street -property on I-405 south border-
Re: / CALTRANS (HOV) lanes on (1-405) between (I-10) and (state route 90)

We strongly OPPOSe the project for the foliowing reason

IT is completely unacceptable to take a partial lot. This is
extremely harmful for the owner.

We would like a complete explanation of this procedure. You will destroy
part of a house and leave the rest at no value and no use?

1. Environmental effect. We would like a complete disclosure of the effect of the high
air pollution in the area on our health and the health of our children and infant.

How would the daily pollution of the air be controlled? This is a strict

residential area.

2. ON CT; what will be the effect of the fwy heavier traffic on our
building foundation and walls and soil. We arc presently suffering from the
vibration.

3. Wall distance: We support the building of » sonad wall at the present fwy-

ending border with trees behind it . Our home is build to the end of the
property. Will the sound wall be 5 feet away from our residence? What will
be the height of the wall? Would it go above our roof?

4. Ifthewnﬂisaocbse,l-lowemyoumkcmthtﬂﬁsmﬂwdummnednytbmugh
nnwcidemoremhquakcduuoyoupmpenyndchmgelive?

5. During the construction phase will any heavy equipment be in Tabor? Or on owr
property?

6. How can you prevent the b
Please build the wall first.

oise and dust polistion during construction?

7. Please give us complete detailed information specific to the impact of the project
oo our property ;during construction and affer completion of the project.

TefS7 G~

N vives

Thank you for your consideration.

|®
l©
®
©

©
|©

|®
|®

Response to Thabet & Ellen Girgis
Please see response to number 16 in Section 9.2.

Air studies are done on a regional basis and coordinated
with SCAG. This project conforms to SCAG’s plans.
Please refer to Section 3.4 and Questions 17 and 19 in
Section 5.1.

Please see response to number 21 in Section 9.2.

Current designs reflect the soundwall at 5 feet from your
residence with a height of 16 feet. See Layout Sheet L-12
in Appendix D for more information.

Soundwalls are constructed to building standards and are
expected to withstand major events. Please refer to Section
3.3 and Question 4 in Section 5.1.

Prior to construction, the contractor will submit a traffic
mitigation plan. At that time, construction staging areas
and routes will be known.

Please see Question 54 in Section 5.2.

During construction, possible equipment noise and dust
will be experienced, however, all applicable dust and noise
minimizing equipment will be utilized. See Question 54 in
Section 5.2 for additional information. At the completion
of the project, a soundwall with a height of 16 feet will be
approximately 5 feet away from your property.



Letter from Ellen Strenski, Ph.D.

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, IRVINE

" SANTA BARBARA » SANTA CRUZ

alDﬂedp::mn:maf!-:nglisn 435 Humanities I
o ive Lite > Humanities Instructional Buildi
P rature Irvine, CA 92697-2650 e
. . (949) 824-6712
Ronald J. Kosinski, Chief FAX (949) 824-2916

Office of Envircnmeotal Planning

t of Transportation (Caltrans)
120 8. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Kosinski,

This htougcyautom-hudufutumcmvithm
ptepondmvlmonmtosmmmndmso. I live in
Nost Los Angales (3463 Meier Strest, LA 90066-1701), end commnte
from the Venice Washington exit in Los Angeles to the University of
California at Irvine in Orange County several times a week. Luckily
I am in a carpool. Othervise, it wonld be impossible. Lat me add
Myou:houldmmumaqedabauttualwqrmhm
popularity of the HOV lanes. In my experience, our carpool started
with 2 pecple in 1991. A third joined in 1993; & fourth in 1997, and
pext year we expect to have a fifth. 8o it took almost a decade for
our carpool to reach its current size. I expect we are typical. In
other words, mlmlmk.ptougronpoffm:oldinm
individual cars for literally hundreds of thousands of miles in the
last decade (at 100 miles round trip), thersby reducing particulate
emission, saving gasoline, and improving traffic conditions for
evaryone else, but it has taken almost a decade for us to build up
these numbers. Please take the long rangs view aad help us all
preserve our environmseat and sanity. Investments in more HOV lanes
today will pay off tremendously in the future.

Sincerely,

Uln) Nbourle:

Ellen Strenski, Ph.D.

Response to Ellen Strenski, Ph.D.

Thank you for your input.
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